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Current Topics. 
The New Poor Litigants Rules. 

WE ARE informed that the Rules of the Supreme Court (Poor 
Persons), which were to come into operation on the Ist Janvary 
next, have been further postponed by authority of the Rule 
Committee, and that revised Rules will shortly be issued. 


The Address of the President of the Liverpool 
Law Society. 

THE ADDRESS of Mr. J. C. BRoMFIELD, the President of the 
Liverpool Law Society, delivered at the annual meeting of that 
society on the 27th of November, which is printed elsewhere, 
contains matter of great importance and interest ; and since the 
profession has lost this year the benefit of the usual address by 
the President of the Law Society, we may perhaps treat Mr. 
BROMFIELD’s address as an excellent substitute. The matters of 
special interest at the present time include poor litigants, the 
Commission on Delays in the King’s Bench Division, and the 
Lord Chancellor's Real Property and Conveyancing Bills, but 
none of these figured largely in Mr. BROMFIELD’s address. As 
regards poor litigants, the profession are now awaiting the opera- 
tion of the new pauper R.S.C.; as regards the King’s Bench 
Commission we are on the eve of the issue of the report ; and as 
to the Lord Chancellor’s Bills, Mr. BROMFIELD contented himself 
with emphasising the fact that ‘“ the present Government, which 
is certainly not resctionary in its aims,” has, after a lapse of six- 
teen years, gone back to the late Mr. WOLSTENHOLME’S scheme. 
It may be inferred that Mr. BRoMFIFLD, like a good many other 
veople, finds the scheme of real property legislation a big job to 
tackle, and prefers to postpone comment. 


The Usurpation of the Executive 

BUT WHILE Mr. BROMFIELD was thus cautious about the matter 
which is likely to be of peculiar importance in the coming year, 
he had a gond deal to sav about the growth of officialism, and the 
increasing tendency of Government Departments to attempt to 
invade the province of the judiciary, and here lies the main 
interest and importance of his address. Of course, officialism 
there must be, and no one quarrels with officialism when 
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kept in its proper place. There are certain things which are 
necessarily done by the State, and with the increased desire to 
promote the w lIfare of the people, these St te activities grow 
bevond what is strictly necessary. 
which exception nee! not be taken. It is, indeed, praise- 
worthy, so long as it subserves the common good, and does not 
undermine the individual activities on which the real character, 
force, and wealth of the nation ultimately depend. The limits 
of levitimate officialism cannot he defined, but the borderland 
requires to be continually wat-hel. The question. however, of 
the usurpation hy the executive of the functions of the judiciary 
is distinct from the mere question of officialism Offi:ialism when 
carried too far is a claim by the State todo by its salaried servants 
what individuals can better do for themselves, and at most 
means loss and annoyance to the public. But the usurpation 
of judicial functions is of graver import : and means that indivi- 
duals lose the chief guarantee which they possess for the due 
enjoyment of their rights. Before a judge—whatever a dis- 
appointed suitor may sometimes feel—-they are sure of a fair and 
full hearing, and of a decision in accordance with the law ; before 
an executive board or officer they have no such security, 
and Mr. BRomFIELD recal's a number of instances of recent years 
in which the proceedings of the executive have been held to he 
ille al ; in the most recent--R. v. Local Government Bourd, Ex 
parte Arli’ge (ante, p. 10)--those proceedings were held by two 


members of the Court of Appeal to be conrary to natural | struction of a document is illustrated by the case of 


justice. We di-cla‘m any intention of carrying the indictment 
of executive departments too far. In their proper sphere they 
are an essential fexture of society ; their individual members are 
animated by a desire to serve the public interest, and in general 
their relations with the public are governed by good temper and 
courtesy. The indictment is against the tendency of the exe 
cutive to overstep its proper sphere ; in Mr. BROMFIELD’s weighty 
words—“ The increase of the bureaucratic element in the 
Government of this country threatens to become so serious a 
menace to the liberty of the subject, that it behoves all who 
are interested in the nation’s welfare to take every means in 
their power to warn the public of the impending danger.” 


The Riddle of the R. S. C, 

A CASE like Lord Tredegar v. Roberts (reported elsewhere) 
gives the impression that the R. S. C. are a Chinese puzzle, » nd 
that the courts exist to upset litigants on trumpery points. The 
plaintiff was executor of his father, and also bis succe-sor in title 
to the reversion in a dwelling-house. As executor he sued for 
£9 rent in arrear due to his father’s estate, an! he joined a 
claim for £4 10s. due to himself. About this there seems no 
difficulty or mystery ; he recovers £13 10s., and in his accounts 
credits £9 to the estate and keeps £4 10s. for himself. But no, 
says R. 8S. C., ord. 18, r.5; aclaim by or against an executor 
as such may be joined with a claim by or against him 
personally, “ provided the last mentioned claims are alle ed to 
ar se with referen'e to” his testator'’s estate. Now, a glance at 
the rules will shew that rule 5 is, by virtue of rule 7, subject to 
rn'e 1, which allows joinder of causes of action generaliy, save 
wh re they cannot be conveniently tried together—which was 
not this cxse ; but rule 1 is in turn subject to rule 5; while, to 


go a st-p further, rule 5 is subject to rule 8, which allows the | 


court to confine the action to such of the matters as can be 
conveniently disposed of together. In this welter of rules 
Buck ky, L.J., found safety by discarding all the cross-references 
and treating rule 5 as standing by itself; and since the claim 


for £4 10s. did not relate to the testator’s estate, the two claims 


jut why have rule 5, and why have 


were improperly joined. 
The answer 


this chans of rules mutually subject to each other ? 
will doubtless come from the Rule Committee. 


Saturdays and the Sittings of the Court of Appeal 
and High court. 

THE LENGTH of the Siitings and Vacations of the Court of 
Appeal and of the High Court of Justice in London and 
Middlesex is, as is well known, regulated by Order 63 of the 
Judicature Rules (amended from time to time by different Orders 
in Council). By the second rule of this order it is not necessary 
for the Court of Appeal or the High Court of Justice to sit on 


|long line of similar cases : 
| 


|B, where A and B are not husband and wife. 


fon speci 





the day appointed to be kept as the King’s Birthday, but we 
have been unable to find any rule providing that it shall not 
be necessary for these courts to siton Saturdays. It is, however, 


This is a devel: pment to} well known that the Court of Appeal and the High Court 
| frequently ohserve Saturday as a holiday, though they have no 


power, express or implied, to overrule or dispense with the 
Jndicatnre Rules. It may be conceded that there is inherent in 
the jurisdi-tion of any court the power to adjourn the court 
ial occasions in the case of the death or disability of 
its judges or other unexpected accidents. But a practice of 
closing a court on any pariicular day of the week during the 
period prescribed for its sittings can scarcely be regarded as an 
exercise of this extraordinary jurisdiction. We have no reason 


| to suppose that a holiday on Saturday is always unacceptable 
| to the bar, suitors, 


jurors, or witnesses ; but assuming that they 
are as a rule satisfied, it wou'd surely be better that what is 
really an innovation in the procedure should receive the express 
sanction of the law, and that Order 63 should, so far as is 
necessary, be amended by Order in Council. On the general 


| question of the propriety of the change we very much doubt 


whether an extra half-hour on certain days in the week is 
equivalent to a Saturday sitting. 


Gift to ‘‘the Children of A. and B.”’ 


THE IMPORTANCE which exact wording may have on the con- 
Re Harper 


(reported elsewhere), which is only the most recent of a 
(see Jarman on Wills, 6th ed., 


A bequest is made to the children of A and 


pp. 1711, ef seq.). — : 
This raises two 


| questions which have to be settled without any help from the 


language of the will; first, is the second part of the gift to B 
or to hischildren? And then, is the distribution to be per capitu 
among the class made of the children of A, and of either B o1 


| his children, according to the answer to the first question ; or is 
|it to be per stirpes, so that the fund is divided into moieties, one 


| 


| 


| 














going to <A’s children and the other to B or his children. 
Neither question, of course, could arise on a properly drawn 
will, but when testators draw their own wills, or the professional 
draftsman slumbers for a moment, the court has to do the best 
it can with the words. Now, in Re Walbran (1906, 1 Ch. 64), 
Joyce, J., said that the grammatical meaning of the expression 
“the children of A and B” is the children of A and the individual 
B, and there seems no reason to doubt the correctness of this. If 
the children of A and the children of B are to be indicated, this is 
done by repeating the “of” before B. But the expression may 
so well have the other meaning, that it is proper to look at the 
surrounding circumstances at the date of the will, and these may 
vary the grammatical construction ; if, for instance, Bb is, to the 
knowledge of the testator, dead, and has left children who are 
living, then his children are indicated. In Re J albran, however, 
the circumstances favoured the grammatical construction ; there 
was a reason for passing over A and making the gift to his children, 
and none for passing over B; and this construction was adopted 
It has been adopted also by SARGANT, J., in the present case of 7 
Harper, for though there were apparently no circumstances 
specially favouring such a construction, there were none to rebut 
it. But as to the division per cupita or per stirpes, the learned 
judge distinguished Re Walbran. In that case the testatrix 
apparently intended to benefit each family equally and the 
division was per stirpes; in the present case, no such intention 
was apparent, and since the testatrix had made a class of the 
children of A, who were three in number, and B, the fund went 


between the four equally. 


The Apologia of Mr. Justice Avory. P 


Mr. Justice Avory, when charging the Grand Jury at 
Manchester Assizes on Monday, took occasion to defend his recent 
conduct with reference to cases triable at quarter sessions, but 
committed by magistrates to assizes. He also intimated that, 


until corrected by a higher court, he meant to continue his prac- 
tice—as to which we need only remark that he did not point 
out any “ higher court” which has power to correct him in the 


get the 


matter. If he had done so, we fancy that an attempt to 
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matter decided by such court would promptly be made by those 
who have_ suffered at his hands. We cannot say that Mr. 
Justice AvorY has much improved his case in the opinion 
of the legal profession by the two lines of defence he adupted. 
One consisted in saying that he had not penalized anyone in 
costs ; he had merely ordered that cases triable at quarter sessions 
should be taxed on the quarter sessions scale and not on 
the assize scale. To this there is a simple answer. A prose- 
cutor is entitled to receive a complete indemnity as to 
costs in cases initiated by him; the existing scale at 
assizes is drawn up upon the assumption that it affords 
that complete indemnity, and nothing more. Either 
this assumption is right or wrong. If it is right, then 
the prosecutors in quarter sessions cases tried before Mr. Justice 
AvoryY at assizes and taxed on a lower scale acccording to his 
order have not received a complete indemnity. If, on the other 
hand, che scale is at present too high, then it ought to be revised 
in all assize cases and not merely in those which might have been 
tried at quarter sessions. The only theory on which Mr. Justice 
Avory could defend his practice, without adopting either of 
these alternatives, is by suggesting that solicitors in charge of 
prosecutions improperly induce justices and their clerks to 
commit those cases to assizes in order to get the higher costs. 
If Mr. Justice Avory believes this, then he ought not to content 
himself with hints to that effect ; he should say so«ponly, and 
give magistrates or their clerks an opportunity of rebutting the 
insinuation—which we are convinced they could do and would 
do. Mr Justice Avory’s other point is that the Assizes Relief 
Act, 1889, requires justices to commit prisoners to quarter 
sessions unless there is a “special reason” for committing them 
to assizes; and the proximity of an assize, he held, is not a 
“ special reason ” within the meaning of the statute. Why not ? 
Mr. Justice Avory gives no reason for his view, which conflicts 
with that generally taken by justices and circuit practitioners. 
But if it is not a “special reason,” then the committal of the 
cases in question to assizes by the magistrates would appear to 
be ultra vires, in which case it would seem that Mr. Justice 
Avory ought not to have heard them at all! Whatever view 
is right, we are still of opinion that Mr. Justice Avory has taken 
the wrong way of impressing his own view upon the consideration 
of magistrates. 


The Principles of Natural Justice. 


IN TWO eases the courts have laid down the salutary rule that, 
without the express sanction of Parliament, no legal tribunal 
will be allowed to adopt rules of procedure which infringe the 
“principles of natural justice.” One case arises where powers of 
a judicial nature are conferred by Parliament upon an adminis- 
trative tribunal for reasons of convenience, as in the case of the 
Board of Education and the Local Government Board ; in such 
cases, as we pointed out in a recent article founded upon the ea-e 
of Rex v. Local Government Board, ex parte Arlidge (ante. p. 10), 
the High Court will quash, on a writ of certiorari, any order of 
such tribunal made uncer a procedure which has failed to observe 
some rule of natural justice. The other case is that of appeals 
in criminal cases to the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council 
from the judgment of some colonial court. Such appeals are 
only possible when the Judicial Committee grant special leave 
(Bentwich’s Privy Council Practice, p. 229), and this leave, for 
obvious reasons, is only granted in very exceptional circumstances. 
Mere hardship to individuals, however grave, is not enough, nor is 
“miscarriage of justice” sufficient in the sense in which that phrase 
justifies the interference of the Court of Criminal Appeal with 
the verdict of an English jury : see 7shingumuzi v. Attorney-General 
of Natal (1908, A. C. 248). Special leave will only be granted 
when (1) a clear departure from the principles of natural justice 
has taken place, or (2) there has been a disrezard of the forms 
of legal process, or (3) there is otherwise a substantial and grave 
injustice which is likeiy to form a precedent if unchecked: per 
Lord Watson in JDillel’s Case (12 App. Car. 459; Reg. v. 
Bertrand, L. R. 1 P. C. 529). All three grounds are strikins ly 
illustrated in the recent case of Lanier v. The King (Times, 
9th ult.), an appeal from the High Court of the Seychelles Islands, 


by Lord SHAaw on behalf of the Committee. It might be 
imagined that everywhere in the British empire English judges 
woud pay regard to tLe elementary rule that no man ought to 
be prosecuvor and judge in the same cause, either directly or 
indirectly. Yet t e acting Chiet Justice of the Seychelles 
Islands seems to have thought otherwise. A family council, 
over which he presided, decided to prosecute a trustee upon the 
charge of “ Wiltuily, traudulent'y, and feluniously embezzling” 
the funds commiited to his care. The acting Chief Justice 
himself communicated with the Crown Prosecutor. Then he 
again presided over the family council when it selected 
counsel to prosecute. Next, in his judicial capacity he heard 
an application by the prosecution for leave to amend the 
indictment, repelled objections to it, and granted material 
additions. Next he tried the case without a jury! Avtter this 
it is not surprising that he gave hims |: an extra rdinary mis- 
direcuion as to the criminal responsibility of trustees. 


The Criminal Liability of Trustees, 

IN ORDER to appreciate the important principle as to the 
criminal lability of trustees laid down by the Judicial Com- 
mittce, it is necessary to state briefly the facts of Lanier’s Case, 
as they are narrated in Lord SHAW’s judgment. LANIER was a 
respectable merchant in the Seychelles Islands, member of a 
firm of standing who carried on business as LAnieER & Co. A 
tamily council, under the provisions of the French Civil Code, 
which is the iaw of Mauritius and ube Seychelles, had appointed 
as the guardians of two minorsa Miss LABLACHE, whuv sailed 
tor Europe in 1909. She executed in favour of LANIER, with the 
full kuowledge and assent of the family council, wwe deeds, one a 
power of attorney and the other a deed of maintenance, which 
authorized bim to invest, in his discretion, the funds belonging to 
the intants and apply them to their maintenance. It was desired by 
ali concerned that |,ANIER should secure as bigh a rate of interest 
as possivle, and he successfully invested the funds with that end in 
view. Payments to the credit of the mino:is were made to 
his firm, LANIER & Co., and that firm made advances to the 
minors from time to time. In all these matters LANIER’S actions 
were proper and straightforward; they were known and 
assented to by ail parties concerned. But in November, 1910, 
LaNIER made an irregular application of money, which, no 
doubt, amounted technically to a bieach ot trust. A con- 
siderable payment to the credit of the minors, made, as usual, 
into the account of Lanier & Co., was allowed by LANIER to 
go into and remain in that account while the firm, in tact, bad an 
overdraft at their bank. In other words, it was u-ed practically 
as a security tu the bank for Lanier & Co.’s overdrait ; no doubt 
an irregular user of it. * But all this was done opeuly ; every 
relauve o1 the mino:s knew of ic; LANIER & Co. paid interest 
on the sum so credited to the infunis ; and in June, 1911, when 
asked to produce, or, in detault, to furnish a guarantee for the 
satety of the fund, by a member ot the family council, LANIER at 
once did so to their satisfactiuv. No*loss to the winors resulted. 
But immediately atterwards, the family council, presided over 
by the acting Chief Justive, took what Lord SHAW describes as 
the “incredible” course of instituting c:iminal proceedings f-r 
embezzlement under the Seychelles Penal Coue, s. 216, which is 
substantially the same as English erminai law on this point. 
And in his judgment the acting Chief Justice laid down this 
principle: “ ln tuis case the wilful and fraudulent intent resulted 
trom the fact that accused so used the moneys entrusted to him 
that he rendered himself unable to produce them when the 
demand was formally and legaily made by the family council.” 
Such an extension of mens rea, Lord SHAW pointed out, wou'd 
renuer crim.nal any m.n who, at the request of a friend, invested 
woney ior him in a bad speculation wita the utmost honesty of 
mention, Ou this ground alone, the Buard held that the vecision 
infringed “ natural jus.ice.” 


American Income Tax. 
THE INCUME TAX recently imposed by the Government of the 
United States upon eitizens of the United States, whether 





in which an extremely interesting judgment was delivered 


residing at home or abroad, is to be deducted “at the 
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source” from the interest on all bonds, mortgages, and other 
similar obligations, and it has become necessary tor the subjects 
of fo eign countries who are owners of such bonds, in order to 
procu'e exemption from the tax, to sign a printed certificate that 
they are non-resident fore gners. This requirement, and the 
complicated nature of the regul :tions and instruc: ions with regard 
to the collection of the tax, have given much dissati-faction in this 
country, and it has been suzgested that they may tend to restrict 
dealings in the particular securities. It should, however, be 
remembered that the provision for certificates of ownership 
places corporations liable for the payment of interest in 
possession of information as to the coupons on which they 
must pay the tax and as to those which are exempt. And 
Englishmen are hardly in a position to offer criticisms on the 
complexity of laws affecting foreign income taxes. It has often 
heen said that one of the most pressing reforms which remain to 
he attempted by our Legislature is the consolidation and 
codification of the income tax laws. Our Income Tax Acts, 
with their schedules, cases, rules and regulations—with the 
acdition, too, of a mass of barely recoucilable case law—are more 
or less of a Chinese puzzle. No one would question the expediency 
of a reform. Complex laws and complex a‘iministration 
are an «bstarle to the collection of the revenue, and it may 
confidently be asserted that our revenue sustains serious loss 
owing to the diffic:lties of taxpayers in obtaining a clear 
view of their rights and liabilities. 


Lawyers and Duelling. 

ENGLISH LAWYERS who are acquainted with the career of 
ALEXANDER HAMILTON, the celebrated American staceman, must 
have reflected with surprise on the fact that he Jost his life in a 
duel arising out of some words in an electioneering letter. 
HAMILION had for many years been devoted to the practice of 
the law. He was leader of the New York bar, be wholly 
detested the institution of duelling, and his opponent was a man 
of indifferent reputation. If would be difficult, if not impossible, 
to find a similar instance in the history of the English bar, even 
in years when duelling was a popular institution. But the duel 
he.ween HAMILTON and BuRR may be explained by the accident 
that bth had served in the army, and duelling has always 
been associated with the profession of arms. The maintenance 
of vast armies in France and Germany has tended to support an 
institution which has become obsolete in a country like England, 
where there has always been an _ objection to military 
predominance—an objection which is not likely to diminish. 











Conditions on Railway Tickets. 
I 


ALTHOUGH seventy years have elapsed since the enactment of 
the Railway Clauses Act, 1845, there are few branches of statute- 
law which remain so obscure as that comprising the rights and 
duties of railway companies towards passengers. Indeed, both in 
the case of passengers and in the case of gouds, no clear explana- 
tion has ever been judicially given of what constitutes the con- 
tract between the carrier and his customer; hence the question 
as to how far that contract can be mod:fied by the insertion of 
conditions in the contract is one of the most obscure and unsestled 
in the whole of our commercial jurisprudence. An instructive 
example ot this confusion is aftoraed by the leading case of 
Hendersen v. Stevenson (L. R. 2 H. L., Se. 470), a Scots appeal, 
involving, however, general principles common to the law of 
England and Scotland, which came before the House of Lords in 
1875. There a unanimous decision, holding that in the cireum- 
stances of that case a passenger was not bound by certain condi- 
tions which did not appear on the face of his ticket but were 
printed upon its back, was given by a House composed of Lord 
Chancellor Cairns, Lord CHELMSFORD, Lord HATHKRLEY, and 
Lord OHaGan. Each one of those eminent law-lords delivered 
a juegment of considerable length. Bus the reporter was so 
obvivusly unable to abstract any common principle from their 
judgments that he dues not venture to insert any ground for 
the decision in his headnote; he falls back on the last 
resort of the reporter and quotes a passage from each of the 





four judgments in lieu of giving the ratio decidendi. And the 
reader who thinks that the reporter acted pusillanimously in so 
doing may be advised to read the judgments for bimself and 
suygest, if he can, what common ground isto be found in them. 

The main difficulty of railway law, we think, arises in this 
way. A complete change of function on the part of railways 
took place between the enactment of the Railways Clauses Con- 
solidation Act in 1845, and that of the later Railway and Canal 
Traffic Acts which date between 1854 and 1888. When the 
great mania for constructing railways arose in the annus 
mirabilis of 1845, leading to the locking-up of an enormous 
amount of capital in railroads and the commencement of scores 
which never were completed—a speculative mania the evil effects 
of which are so graphically described in the first book of JoHn 
Stuart Mizt’s Political Economy—no one in Parliament 
imagined that railway companies would develop into carriers. 
For the early idea of a railway was simply that it should be a 
highway, constructed like a turnpike road by a body of under- 
takers analogous to the turnpike trustees who sprang up every- 
where with statutory powers in the eighteenth century, and 
provided for public uses like a highway upon the payment of 
tolls by all who might use it: see Spillers and Bakers (Limited) 
v. Great Western Railway Co. (1910, 1 K. B., at p. 781). It was 
intended, indeed, to be a specialized highway used by passengers 
and traders who provided their own engines and trucks, much 
like those proposed special roads tor motor-cars which some ten 
years ago were advocated by many persons as an alternative to 
permitting these light locomotives on the ordinary highways. 
lhis idea of a public road, constructed and controlled by a statu- 
tory undertaker, was perpetuated by the Railways Clauses 
Consolidation Act, 1845 ; see sections 3, 76, 86, 92, 97, 98, 99, 
108, 114, 117, 118, 120. It is not dead even yet. Notwith- 
standing the change of function which has since taken place, and 
the consequent changes in the legislative machinery of railway 
control which later Acts have introduced, a private trader is 
still entitled, in certain circumstances, to place his own trucks 
on the line, although he cannot insist, as a rule, upon the 
company providing locomotives to draw them or stations to receive 
them : see Spillers and Bakers (Limited) v. Great Western Railway 
Co. (supra). 

But, of course, this idea of a railway’s true nature and economic 
sphere did not last long. Railways found it necessary to provide 
stations, signalling systems, locomotives to draw carriages, and 
a staff of servants to work their system. In a word, they 
developed from road-undertakers charging tollg into carriers 
charging rates for carrying goods, and fares for conveying 
p.ssengers. Indeed, both functions already existed in 1845, and 
are recognized side by side by that statute. For, while section 
92 cunfers upon private persons a statutory right to rur their 
own carriages and engines on highways, section 86 authorizes 
the company to act as carriers if they so choose. But no obliga. 
tion to act as carriers was imposed upon them ; the function of 
road-undertaker was compulsory, whereas the modern function 
of carrier was then quite optional: Johnson v. Midland Railway 
Co. (1849, 4 Exch. 369). If, however, the railway exercised 
this option of acting as carriers, the section said that 
its charges must be “reasonable,” and must not exceed the 
rate of tolls for uses of the road authorized by the Act. 
It was not until 1854 that this optional duty became 
compulsory and there was imposed on railway companies an 
obligation to atiord “ reasonable facilities” for the “receiving, 
forwarding, and delivering” of traffic (Railway and Canal Traftic 
Act, 1854, s. 2). “ Lraffic ” in that section includes, in addition 
to goods, the conveyance of passengers and their luggage (section 
1). The provision of these “ facilities” is subject to the rule that 
the charges for them must be “reasonable,” laid down in section 
86 of the Act of 1845. Section 89, too, of that earlier Act had 
provided that, whena railway did exercise the option of acting 
as a carrier, it should possess all the protections and privileges of 
public carriers, Theresult of those sections, then, has been con- 
strucd as meaning that a railway must now provide reasonable 
facilities for the carriage of passengers and goods, becomes a 
common carrier when it does so, and can only limit its liability as 
carrier by conditions which are reasonable: Dickson v, Great 
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Northern Railway Co. (1887, 18 Q. B.D.176). This provision 
as to “reasonableness” of conditions, however, appears to apply 
only in the case of conditions which purport to limit liability ; and 
even then a railway can always discharge the onus of “ reason 
ableness” by showing that it has offered the passengers or 
consignor two alternatives, one of sending the goods or of 
travelling with tte benefit of “carriers” common liability at 
ordinary rates ; the other of doing the same with 2 limitation of 
the railway’s liability at a lower rate: Munchester, Sheffield, ani 
Lincolnshire Railway v. Brown (1883, 8 A. C. 703). Where a 
railway company carries passengers and imposes conditions upon 
them, other considerations apply, which we will consider next 
week. 

[To be continued}. 





The Real Property and Conveyancing 
Bills. 


THE ProposeD CHANGES IN REGISTRATION OF TITLE. 
We 

Mortgages (continued).—As regards mortgages it only remains 
to summarize what we have already said. The Land Transfer 
Commission recommended that mortgages of registered land 
should be effected entirely outside the register, but should be 
noted on the register, and that all mortgages, whether 
legal or equitable, should rank according to the date of entry. 
This, it seems fairly obvious, contemplated a simplified system 
of registration, under which the register would be a register 
of proprietorship only, and memorials of mortgages would be 
registered as in a deed registry. The question of priority of 
mortgages is thus clearly settled, and, as far as priority is 
concerned, it would not be necessary for the mortgagee to have 
the legal estate. The legal estate, as we have pointed out, is 
necessarily—on any consistent theory of registration of title—in 
the registered proprietor. All that is required for the further 
security of the mortgagee is to give him power to deal with the 
property by way of sale or lease, and to make such dealings 
effective on the register, and this, it is conceived, he might do 
by means of a statutory power controlling the legal estate with- 
out having the legal estate vested in him. Some such scheme 
as this might very well have been adopted in pursuance of the 
report of the Land Transfer Commission. 

But this course has not been taken. We admitted last week that 
a concession had been made to landowners and practitioners in 
London by permitting mortgages of registered land to be made by 
instrument off the register exactly as if the land were unregistered, 
and providing for the mortgage to de noted on the register, and, so 
far, the recommendation of the Commission has been carried out. 
But the simplicity which'thereby would be effected is lost (1) by 
the preservation of registered charges as a separate system of 
creating mortgages ; (2) by the varying effect given to mortgages 
according as they are protected on the register by “noting ” or 
by caution ; and (3) by the arrangements for allowing the legal 
estate to be separated from the registered proprietorship and to 
play a game of hide-andseek on and off the register. The 
practical working of the system will no doubt depend a good 
deal on the fees to be charged for “noting” mortgages. If, as we 
assume will be the case, these are slight, practitioners will 
probably adopt the system of creating mortgages off the register 
and noting them on the register, and registered charges will only 
be used when the mortgayee requires to sell (see ante, p. 95). 
Chis would pave the way for further simplifications in the 
system of registration hereafter, for it does not require much 
foresight to realize that the sytem now proposed will not be 
permanent. But we deprecate a succession of changes in 
practice. 

It may be pointed out that, if we compare the system of con- 
veyancing as proposed by the Conveyancing Bill with the system 
of registration of title under the Land Transfer Acts as now 
proposed to be amended, the advantage, so far as we can judge, 
will be very decidedly with private conveyancing. The system 
of the Conveyancing Bill, indeed, will not be mastered without 


be free from some of the complications which will beset registra- 
tion, quite apart from the advantage of being entirely unofficial. 
And if there was any reasonable expectation of getting rid of 
registration of title in London, we should be quite willing to 
leave this result to be hastened by the introduction of the pro- 
posed changes with the additional complexity which they 
promise. But we doubt whether there is any such expectation, 
and the sound policy is to attempt to have registration of title 
put upon as sound and simple a basis as possible. Clause 65 
of the Real Property Bill, with its provision for allowing 
mortgages to be created off the register and noted on the 


ously the Land Transfer Acts should be simplified in other 
directions. A consolidating Act, no doubt, is to follow, but it 
will be a much more formidable statute than the Act of 1875, 
and a system, whose one merit should be simplicity, tends at 
each legislative interference to become more difficult. The 
advocates of registration started with the ideal of a register 
similar to a register of stock, but they have wandered far from 
their ideal. The attempt should, as soon as practicable, be 
made to bring it back to the starting point, and to limit it, as 
we have above suggested, to a register of proprietorship com- 
bined with provision for entering notice of charges which would 
rank in order of date. It would then correspond, as regards its 
general principles, to the system of private conveyancing under 
the Conveyancing Bill, and a fair estimate could be made of 
their relative advantages ; and it would be easy to pass from one 
to the other. We may add that the Commission relied largely 
on the suggestions of Mr. UNDERHILL as to mortgages, and his 
view was that the register of charges should be a register of deeds 
and documents, not a register of title to mortgages : see Minutes 
of Evidence, Vol. Il. p. 109, Mr. UNDERAILL’s draft Bill, 
clause 4 (2). 

Settlements.—In the matter of settlements, as well as in the 
matter of mortgages, the Bills do not, at first sight, appear to 
carry out the recommendation of the report. This was as follows 
(Recommendation 7) :— 

“Where settled land is vested in trustees they should be 
registered as proprietors. Settled land, where not vested in 
trustees, to be registered merely as subject to the settlement. 
In the last mentioned case the registrar to issue certificates of 
the validity of proposed dealings.” 

The first case mentioned in this recommendatian occurs when 
land is vested in trustees, either on trust for sale or on direct 
trusts for successive beneficiaries, and it was considered that 
since the fee simple was thus vested in the trustees, they were 
the proper persons to be registered. The second case occurs 
when the legal fee simple is divided into successive legal estates 
—the usual case of an estate for life with remain jers in tail-—and 
it was considered that it would be an anomaly to register the 
tenant for life and thus apparently give him the fee simple, while, 
on the other hand, there are no trustees who could appropriately 
be registered. The idea of registering the land in such cases as 
subject to the settlement, and leaving the actual prpprietorsbip 
blank, was due to Mr. UNDERHILL (Minutes of Evidence, Vol. II. 
p- 104; and see Mr. UNDERHILL ’s draft Bill, clause 6, at p, 109), 
and the effect would be that intending purchasers would be able 
to find out, either from the settlement itself or from the particulars 
of it entered on the register, the persons who could sell. It will 
be remembered that, under section 6 of the Land Transfer Act, 
1897, settled land may, at the option of the tenant for life, bo 
registered cither in his name, or in the names of trustees (if any) 
with power of sale, or in the names of persons (if any) having an 
overriding power of appointment over the fee simple. 
The Bills do not carry out the plan put forward by Mr. 
UNDERHILL and endorsed by the Commission for the reason— 
uite sufficient, it would seem—that under the scheme of the 
Denmennadien Bill there will cease to be any legal estate for 
life, and the estate of the tenant for life will be enlarged into the 
fee simple. Accordingly, it is proposed that the tenant for life 
shall always, if he is of full age, be the registered proprietor ; but 
the provisions on this head are somewhat embarrasting, because 
the change is first made partially by the Real Property Bill, on 

















some trouble, but when it has been mastered we imagine that it will 





the assumption that the scheme of the Conveyancing Bill has not 


register, is a step in the right direction, but simaltane- 
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vet become law, and then it is completed by the Conveyancing 
Bill. Thus Sched. V. Pc. IL para. 2 (1) of the Real Property 
Bill introduces new provisions to replace in part section 6 of the 
Act of 1897 ; under these the settled land will be registered in 


the name of the tenant for life as proprietor, and on bis death it | 


will vest in the trustees of the settlement—that is, in the 
Settled Land Act trustees (para. 2 (5) (i)). And under clause 
67 (2) of the Real Property Bill the tenant for life, on being 
registered, will take the legal fee simple ; while under Sched. V. 
Pt. Il. para. 2 (4) the other interests under the settlement will 
take effect in equity as minor interests. The latter part of 
clause 67, preserving the priorities of equitable estates in the 
same manner as though they were legal, is open to the observa- 
tions which we made (57 SoLicirors’ JOURNAL, p. 762) on the 
similar provision of the Conveyancing Bill, clause 5 (7), and we 
are glad to see that the justice of our observations has been 
recognized, and that it is proposed to give this special protection 
only to such interests, existing as legal at the date of the Acts, as 
are reduced to equitable interests by the Acts. 
Now, if we turn to the Conveyancing Bill—assuming that that 
also has become law—we find that it is no longer necess»ry to 
rovide for the tenant for life having the legal fee simple. 
his is the proprietary estate, and he must necessarily have it- 
we exclude for the sake of simplicity settled leaseholds—and on 
his death it will devolve on his personal representatives, subject 
to duties and other liabilities, on trust to convey it to the next 
person entitled, if of full age (clause 12), Accordingly, Sched. V. 
Pt. If. para. 2 (1) of the Real Property Bill is—if we may use 
the expression—-repealed, and clause 43 (1) of the Conveyancing 
Bill is substituted for it. All this is very ingenious, though 
somewhat troublesome to follow, but the result, if we understand 
it correctly, is simple enough, and brings the system of registra- 
tion of settled Jand into line with the system of the 
Conveyancing Bill. Under each the quondam tenant for life 
appears as dominus, whether on the register or off, and all the 
other interests take effect in equity as subordinate interests 
(where the land is off the register), or minor interests (where it 
is on the register), and are protected by the appointment of 
Settied Land Act trustees. This seems to be a case in which 
the machinery of the Bills, complicated at first sight, works out 
a eimple and consistent result. 
[To be continued. | 





Reviews. 


Medical Jurisprudence. 


Mepica Jurtsprupencr. From tar Jopictat Stanppornt. By 
W. Ramsay Smiru, M.D., &e. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 
12s. 6d. 


* Law,” the author of this work quotes from Dr. Johnson, “ is the 
science in which the greatest powers of understanding are applied to 
the greatest number of facts,’ and not the least striking example of 
this is the deduction of the proper legal conclusion from the facts 
which medical knowledge places before the tribunal; in other 
words, medical jurisprudence. In the exposition of his subject, Dr. 
Smith states the law as applicable to the medico-legal subjects most 
commonly before the courts; the nature of the medical evidence 
required as legal proofs ; and the present position of medical science 
in relation to the facts which usually furnish the necessary evidence. 
He opens with a chapter in which he advocates the study of the law 
as an item in ordinary education, and, in particular, in the education 
of the medical practitioner. This, for one thing, would teach him 
how various legal anomalies, of which Dr. Smith gives an interest- 
ing selection, came into existence. The lawyer, on the other hand, by 
a study of medicine will understand the grounds of the doctor's 
uncertainty in matters which seem at first sight plain. Of the 
subsequent chapters we may refer to those on the ordinary witness 
and the expert witness, on death or injury from fright, on identity, 
on insanity, and on the physician’s legal privileges and responsi- 
bilities, as specially interesting. Jt will be remembered that injury 
from shock has been coasidered in several recent cases, such as 
Victorian Rai/ways Commissioners v. Coultas (13 App. Cas. 222), and 
Wilkinson v. Downton (1897, 2 Q. B. 57), The chapter on identity 
gives an interesting account of the inspection by which the author 
succeeded in identifying a body canal ashore at Rhyl on the 30th 
of October, 1895, as that of one of two men who had been drowned 








by the loss of a fishing boat off Formby on the 2nd of October. This 
case, he says, “illustrates the saying that a medical man called to 
inspect a dead body should note everything.” 





Death Duties. 


Tue Frxance Acts, 1894-1912. So FAR AS THEY RELATE TO THE 
Estate Duty AND OTHER DeatH Duties (EXCEPT INCREMENT 
Vatuge Dory). Witn Nores, Rutes, anp TABLE oF Forms. 
Tairp Eprition. By J. Wesster-Brown, Solicitor (Principal 
Clerk in the Estate Duty Office). Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


12s. 6d. 


The preparation of this edition, the author, says has been ren- 
dered necessary by the passing fof the Finance Acts, 1910, 1911, 
and 1912, and the entire work has been brought up to date, and re- 
written where required to give effect to the alterations made by these 
Acts and the recent decisions. “An endeavour,” he also says, “‘ has 
been made to follow the official interpretation of the Acts, but the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue and the Estate Duty Office are 
in no way responsible for or bound by any statement in this book.” 
It is useful, no doubt, to have instructions as te the official views, but 
in matters relating to duties an outside opinion is often likely to 
be more correct. ‘The book itself contains a very complete survey of 
the Finance Acts by way of annotation of their provisions, and a 
useful feature in it 1s the clear statement of the facts and decisions 
in the various reported cases; in particular, the numerous cases 
which have been decided under section 2 of the Act of 1894. A 
separate chapter is devoted to Settlement Estate Duty, and the 
cases on this duty as affecting annuities, such as Attorney-General v. 
Owen (1899, 2 Q. B. 253) and Re Campbell (1902, 1 K. B. 123), are 
usefully stated. The book is a convenient and practical guide to the 
difficult subject of death duties. 


Books of the Week. 


Chitty’s Statutes,—Chitty’s Statutes of Practical Utility, 
arranged in Alphabetical and Chronological Order, with Notes and 
Indexes. Sixth Edition. By W. H. Aces, M.A., LL.M., Barrister- 
at-Law. Volume 16. Containing a Table of Short and Popular 
Titles, a Table of Regnal Years and Chapters, a Tabie of Statutory 
Rules and Orders, and a General Index, and Addenda, &c., to the 
Previous Volumes. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited), Stevens & Sons 
(Limited), 21s, net, 


— —— 


Correspondence. 


County Court Costs. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,— With reference to the letter of “H. A.” in your issue of the 
29th ult., the case of Cudison v. Mayo (1896, 1 Q. B. 246) has a 
bearing on the subject-matter of his letter. 

The contention put forward in that case was that a solicitor could 
not recover solicitor and client costs incurred in connection with 
county court proceedings unless allowed on taxation ; but the Court 
of Appeal held that a soliciter might recover such solicitor and client 
costs without taxation where there had been no application for it 
and the client was no longer entitled to taxation. 

This, of course, leaves open the larger question raised by your 
correspondent’s letter as to what costs could be allowed on taxation. 

It, however, raised a curious position, 

Assuming the proposition stated by your correspondent in his 
letter to be accurate, if the solicitor acting for the unsuccessful de- 
fendant in the county court action mentioned by your correspondent 
delivers a solicitor and client bill, and it is taxed on the defendant’s 
application, the solicitor may not recover anything whatsoever in 
respect of his costs ; but if the defendant does not apply for taxation 
the solicitor may ultimately be in a position to recover the full 
amount of his delivered bill. Kk. G. ano J. W. CHester. 

86, Newington Butts, S.E., Dec 3. 

[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Wee kly Reporter.] 

Sir,—I would refer “ H. A.” to ord. 53, r. 18, of the County Court 
Rules, which is to the effect that “where the costs of a defendant 
are being taxed, the word ‘recovered,’ wherever it occurs in the 
scale, shall be deemed to be claimed.’ 

| would also refer him to the case of Re Langlois and Biden (39 
W. R. 181 ; 1891, 1 Q. B. 349), the headnote of which is as follows :— 
“Where in an action in a county court the amount claimed is over 
£10, but less than £10 is recovered, there is a discretion to allow 
the taxation of costs as between solicitor and client on the higher 
scale,’ 








ene 


















_ ve 2 @ 


~Oorw” | *& 


te 


ie 


on 


ul 


urt 
nt 
he 
39 


yer 
ow 





[a 








Dec. 6, 1913. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


(Vol. 58.] 117 











This case, however, was decided in reference to the costs of a 
plaintiffs solicitor who, on the instructions of his client, sued for a 
sum exceeding £10, but actually recovered less than £10, and does 
not seem to deprive the solicitor of an unsuccessful defendant of 
the right to have his costs taxed as against his own client according 
to the scale of costs applicable to the amount claimed. 


If the contention mentioned in ‘‘H. A.’s” letter were sound, it | 


would follow logically that the more the plaintiff, recovered, the 
more the defendant’s solicitor would be entitled to for costs as 
against his own client. Country So.iciror. 





Survivorship of -Trusts, 
[7'o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—A case has recently come under my observation which, I 
venture to think, points to a defect in the remedy provided by 


section 8 of the Conveyancing Act of 1911 against the decision in the 
In the case in | 


case of Re Crunden and Meur (1909, 1 Ch. 690). 
question the testator, who died in 1870, appointed his wife and 
. « « « (ste) executor and executrix, and devised his real estate 
unto his wife and the said . . . upon trust for his wife for life, 
and on her death upon trust for sale. The will was proved a few 
months later by his wife as sole executrix. 


subsequent death of the wife in 1893, after having duly made her 
last will and appointed two executors thereunder, both of whom 
peonet the will, the decision in the case of Crunden and Meur operated. 


Jnfortunately, however, the property had passed into the hands of my | 
client previously to that decision, and as my client took a conveyance | 
from the two executors of the widow, I have recently, on a sale by my | 
client, been called upon to rectify the title, whereupon I, of course, | 


referred the purchaser’s solicitors to section 8 of the Conveyancing 
Act of 1911. It was thereupon argued that sub-section 3 limits 
the operation of the section to trusts constituted or created by instru- 
ments coming into operation after the commencement of the Act of 
1881. Accordingly, as the trust in question was constituted by a 
will proved in 1870, the purchaser’s solicitors contend that the case 
is outside the relief afforded by section 8. If the contention of the 
purchaser’s solicitors is right, the case I have referred to is one of 
a class of cases where no remedy is provided by the Act of 1911. 
This is undoubtedly a hardship, seeing that by section 30, sub-section 
3, of the Act of 1881, that section applies to cases of death (that is, 
I take it, the death of a sole or surviving trustee) on or after the 


Ist of January, 1882, without reference to the date of the creation of | 


the trust. It follows, therefore, that either there isan unintentional 

hiatus in section 8 of the Act of 1911, or else the framers of that Act 

have deliberately excluded one class of cases deserving of relief from 

the scope of the Act. E. 8. W. 
Dee, 3. 


[We hope to consider this next week.—Ep. S./.] 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


GRAND HOTEL, EASTBOURNE, CO. (LIM.) »,. WHITE AND 
OTHERS. Sth Nov. 


Way, Rigor or—Easement—Parot AGREEMENT—IMPLIED TERMS. 








A wail on one side of a narrow lane leading to the back premises 
of a house was, by agreement between the owner of the house and the 
os set back and rebuilt, and a general right of way granted over the 
ane. 

Vhe Court of Appeal, on the facts, held that the right of way was not 
to be restricted to access to the house mere ly for such purposes as were 
reasonably required at the date of the grant, and, therefore 
affected by the house being turned into an hotel. 

The hotel company appealed on certain questions of fact (not dealt 
with in the report in the court below as reported 1913, 1 Ch. 113, but 
set out in 57 Soxicrrors’ JournaL 58, and more fully in 107 L.7. 695), 
submitting (inter alia) that the wall was a party wall, and that they 
were entitled to alter the position of the gate leading into their pre- 
mises, and to widem it. 

Held, that there was no duty on the court to spell out a con veyance 
of the land, where the evidence simply was that adjoining owners some 
50 years ago, for mutual convenience, had come to an arrangement to 
widen a lane, and had, since the widening, each used it. While not agree- 
ing with the reasons given by the judges of the Court of Appeal for 
their decision, they came substantially to the same conclusion as to the 
rights of the parties, and therefore dismissed the appeal, subject to a 
variation as to the positicn of the gate and as to costs. 


Appeal by the Hotel Company from a decision of the Court of 
Appeal, affirming with partial variation a decision of Joyce, J. 


The action was by the owner in fee simple (Mr. White) and his tenant, 





) ; It will be observed that | 
the word “heirs” was omitted from the devise, and hence, on the | 


| of stables and mews and a private road, leading from the mews to a 
| public road ‘called Silverdale-road, Eastbourne, against the owners of 
| adjoining property for an injunction to restrain them from using the 
private road as a carriageway for motor cars and other vehicles, and 
for an order that the defendants (the Eastbourne Hotel Company) 
should rebuild part of a wall which had been pulled down. Joyce, 
J., dismissed the action. The Court of Appeal affirmed the judgment 
entered for the defendants. with variations on the questions of fact, 
and ordered the company to pay costs. The company appealed on the 
questions of fact. : 

Lord Hatpane, C., after dealing with the whole facts, said their 
lordships were of opinion that in substance the respondents were 
right, but they were not satisfied with the declaration made by the 
Court of Appeal as regarded their reasons nor as regarded the order 
as to costs. The freeholder had claimed too much in the original 
action. In the Court of Appeal each party should bear their own 
costs. The appeal to this House would be dismissed with costs. There 
would be a declaration as to the gate and the right of user to be drawn 
up by Lord Dunedin. 

Lords ATKINSON, DuNnEpIN and Kinnear concurred. Order accord- 
ingly.—CounseL, for the appellants, Younger, K.C., R. F. MacSuinney 
and Cecil Page; for the respondents, Hughes, K.C., and W. EF. Greaves. 
Sorrcrrors, Coward d&: Hawksley, Sons, & Chance; Meredith, Mills, 
& Clark. 


[Reported by Ensxrne Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 


Re MUDGE, Deceased. No. 1. 7th Nov. 


SETTLEMENT—COVENANT TO SETTLE AFTER-ACQUIRED PROPERTY—ESTATE 
or Inrerest IN Expectancy—Prospective SHARE AS ONE OF THB 
Possrste Next-or-Kin or A Person NAMED IN A Witt—‘ Spes Svc- 
CESSIONIS.’”’ 

A covenant contained in a marriage settlement to settle ‘‘ any estate 
or interest whatsoever in possession, reversion, remainder, or expec- 
tancy, 

Held, not to catch the prospective share of the covencmtor as one of 
the possible next-of-kin of her sister W. under a gift ina will to the 
next-of-kin of W., in case she died without leaving issue, as being a 
mere spes successionis, and to be too vague to be enforced in equity as 
an agreement to assign an expectancy. 

Decision of Neville, J., reversed. 


Appeal from a decision of Neville, J. (reported 57 Sortcrrors’ 
Journat, 578; 1913, 2 Ch. 92), on a petition for payment of a fund 
out of court. Mary Mudge, who died in 1864, by her will gave the 
residue of her estate equally amongst her four daughters and her son 
therein named, and directed that the share of one daughter, Williamina, 
chould be settled in trust for her for life, with remainder to her 
children, and if she died without children who should attain a vested 
interest her share was to go ‘ to her next-of-kin as if she had not been 
| married.”’ In 1866 another daughter, Jane Isabella, married Robert 
Martin, and her marriage settlement contained a covenant to settle any 
real or personal property over £50 in value (with certain exceptions) 
to which she was then, or during the intended coverture should become 
possessed or entitled ‘‘ for any estate or interest whatsoever in posses- 
sion, reversion, remainder, or expectancy.”’ Robert Martin died in 
1871. Williamina Mudge married E. Selby in 1865, and died without 
issue in 1912, leaving Mrs. Martin, who survived her brother and her 
sisters, her sole next-of-kin. The share of Williamina Selby in the 
residnary estate of the testatrix was partly represented by the sum of 
£1.189 India 34 per cent. stock in court, and Mrs. Martin petitioned 
for the payment out to her of that sumy on the ground that she was 
entitled to it absolutely, and that it was not caught by the covenant to 
settle her after-acquired property. The trustees of the settlement 
contended that it was so caught, and Neville, J., decided in favour of 
their contention. 


” 





» was not 


Tue Court allowed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., after stating the facts and reading the material 
words of the will and the covenant, proceeded : During the coverture 
no property accrued at all. Williamina married in 1865 and died in 
1912, and in the events which had happened Mrs. Martin was her sole 
next-of-kin, and claimed that the money in court belonged to her. 
Three points had been raised : (1) What was the nature of the interest 
Mrs. Martin had at the date of the settlement? It was an interest 
which by a long series of authorities, which it would be impossible to 
question, was merely a spes successionis. No one could possibly have 
told that Mrs. Martin would be the next-of-kin of Williamina. No 
distinction could be drawn between the cases where the statutory 
next-of-kin were referred to and cases where the gift was to the 
next-of-kin ‘‘as if she had not been married.”’ It was too late to caet 
any donbt on the rule that this pronerty came within the spes sue- 
cessionis principle: Re Parsons (45 Ch. D. 51). But then it was said, 
(2) that though a spes successionis could not be assigned, it would be 
be bound by a_ contract to assien, and that the word ‘“‘ expectancy” 
must be given some meaning. His lordship thoncht that word was a 
mere redundancy. But there was a further difficulty in supporting the 
judgment of the learned judge below. This was a covenant entered 
into in 1866, it did not deal with any defined spes successionis, snd 
it was altogether too vague and undefined to be enforced against the 
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petitioner in a court of equity. Meek v. Kettlewell (1 Hare, 464, 
l Ph 542) was the case of a defined expe tancy upon the death of a 
particular individual, and decided that a voluntary assignment of an 


expectancy would not be enforced in equity. It was there said that 
a covenant to aséign an expe tan y would be enfor« eable if made for 
; iluable consideration. That assumed a defined interest in expectancy. 
Che appeal wo ild be allo ved with oste of all parties out of the fund 
in court 

Swinren Eapy, L.J., who referred to Re Ellenborough (1903, 1 Ch. 
697 inother where the expectancy was exactly defined, and 
Pun Lrmore, L..J.. de ered jud ment to the same effect.—Counser 


d K.C., and J. F. Iselin; Mark Romer, K.C., and A. L. Morris. 
poLicirors, J. Child; Coote & Richards. eee 
[Reported by H. Lanosonp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Vorton 


LORD TREDEGAR v. ROBERTS AND ANOTHER. No. 2. 

10:h and llth Nov. 
Ciam BY Execvtror—Per 
1883, Orp. 18, rr. 1, 


Jornper or Causes or AcTIon 
Rvves or tHe Supreme Covrt, 


PRACTICE 
SONAL CLAIM 
5, 7, 8 


A pla ntiff on a 8 pe it lly indorsed writ claimed in hia personal 


capacity £4 10 amr ¢ ar of rent, and for ti forfeiture of certain 
premises, and ¢ re »” he claimed £9 as arrears of rent due to his 
testator’s eatate in re pect of the same prem 

Held, there had heen a joinder of causes of action by reason of 
Ord 18 r 5. and that the plaintiff must elect which Cause of 
actio he wu uld procee i with; otherwise the pro eedings in the action 
to he stayed , 

Decision A tbury J . reversed 

Appe il by the defendant Roberts from an order of Astbury, J., 
sitting as Vacation Judge in chambers. The writ of summons was 


indgrsed ‘‘ The plaintiff's claim is as against both the defendants to 
recover possession of a messuage or dwelling house, No. 26, Cardif 
road, Newport, in the county of Monmouth, now in the occupation of 
the second defendant, ‘‘ as sub-tenant of the defendant’’ Roberts. 
~ 4s executor of Godfrey Charles, Viscount Tredegar, and also in 
hi persor il ipacity as against’’ the defendant Roberts ‘‘ for £13 10s 


irre 


i of rent And for mesne profits.’’ The defendant Roberts was 
the assignee of the lease which was granted by the late Lord Tredegar, 
tenant for life of the property, at a rent of £9 a year. On 
On the 11th of 


who was 


the 29th of September, 1912, a year’s rent was due. 

March, 1911, the late Lord Tredegar died. The plaintiff was his sole 
executor, and also became entitled to the reversion expectant on the 
determination of the lease. On the 25th of March, 1913, a further 


half ve ir’s rent accrued due, but was not paid. The writ was issued 
on the 10th of July, 1913. There was a forfeiture clause in the lease 
in the event of non-payment of rent. The writ being served, Roberts 
moved that the writ should be struck out and all proceedings stayed 


on the ground that the plaintiff had joined in the writ a claim by him 
is executor wit] laims by him personally, the last mentioned claims 
not being alls 1 to arise with reference to the testator’s estate in 
respect of which he sued as executor. The district registrar dis 
missed the application and the appeal from his decision was also 


dismissed by Astbury, J The defendant 

Bucktey, L.J.—Joinder of causes of action is dealt with by order 18. 
The joint effect of Rules 1, 5, and 7 of that order appears to be 
this: Rule 1 subject to rule 5, but by virtue of r. 7, r. 5 is subject 
to r. 1. Therefore each is made subject to the other: that is not 
artistic. The result is that where you have a particular case dealt 
with by r. 5, that is a case which is dealt with separately from the 
general question dealt with by r. 1. Therefore r. 5 stands for this 
purpose independently of r. 1. Rule 1 is the general rule, but is 
5 is a particular instance of the general proposi 


It appears to me that r. 5 is the dominant rule here 


apl eale d. 


subject to r. 5 Rule 


tion stated in r. 1 


to which we must have regard. Further, r. 5 is by r. 7 made subject 
to r. 8, which deals with the case of joining several causes of action 
which cannot be conveniently disposed of together, which has been 
already dealt with by r. 1. So in introducing by r. 7 r. 8 into r. 5 
it is not necessary to apply the provisions of r. 1. The outcome is 
that r. 5 is a particular rule dealing with a particular joinder of 
causes of tion, and the Court must have regard to that rule. That 


state of the law has to be applied to the circumstances of this parti 
} The late Lord Tredegar, whose executor is the present 


culal ise 

Lord Tredegar, was entitled to be paid by the defendant, his 
tenant, £9 for rent due at Michaelmas, 1912. The plaintiff, as 
executor, can sue for that The late Lord Tredegar died on the 11th 


of March, 1913 He was tenant for life of the property. Further 
rent accrued due at Lady Day, 1913. The present Lord Tredegar was 
entitled personally to £4 10s. for that rent, which was not paid, and 
in these circumstances the present Lord Tredegar had a right to sue 
for forfeiture, and for the £4 10s., if not paid. These several claims 
are joined in this one action. Therefore Lord Tredegar, as executor, 
sues for £9 due to the testator’s estate, and, as present tenant for 
life, he sues for forfeiture, and £4 10s., which was not due to the 
I have to apply r. 5 to this state of matters. Rule 5 


testator’s estate. 
Lord Justice read the rule.) It is obvious the 


is as follows (The 


claims by the pr it Lord Tredegar personally do not arise with 
referer to the estate of the late lord, of which he is executor. This 
action is not justified by order 18, r. 5. The object of the rule is 


this : that it was not expedient that a person should intermingle the 
assets of his testator with his own. It is not desirable that personal 
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claims and claims as executor should be intermingled so as to produce 
confusion as to assets. This action is brought in a manner not con- 
sistent with r. 5. Then it is said that under r. 8 the plaintiff has only 
joined causes of action which can be conveniently disposed of together. 
Assuming that to be so, it is not here a question of convenience. The 
point is that under r. 5 the causes of action ought not to have been 
joined. This objection has been taken, and prevails. The proper 
application to set this right is this : the plaintiff has brought an action 
not sanctioned by r. 5. He must be put to his election to prosecute 
which cause of action he pleases. The proper form of order is that 
the plaintiff should have fourteen days to elect which cause of action 


| he will proceed with, and the trial will be confined to that one cause 


of action. But if, which I will not anticipate, he does not think it 
right to avail himself of that option, the proper order to be made is 
to stay proceedings in the action. 

Kennepy, L.J.—1 entirely concur, and for the reasons given by my 


lord.—Appeal allowed.—Counset, for the defendant, J. B. Matthews, 


K.C.; for the plaintiff, J. Leslie-—Soricrrors, Jndermaur & Brown, 
for W. R. Russell, Newport, Mon.; Rider, Heaton, & Co., for Davis, 
Lloyds, & Wilson, Newport, Mon. 

[Reported by Exsxinz Rez, Barrister-at-Law.] 


MITCHELL v. MOSLEY. No, 1. 22nd and 23rd Cet. 
LimiTaTions, STATUTE OF—LEASE OF MINERALS—SEVERANCE OF REVER- 
SION—APPORTIONMENT OF REeNT—PayMENT TO ONE REVERSIONER 
Reat Prorerty Limitation Act, 1833 (3 & 4 Wut. IV., c. 27), s. 9. 

Where a lease is granted, and a severance of the reversion afterwards 
takes place, without the rent being apportioned, or notice of the 
severance being given to the lessee, payment of the whole rent to one 
reversioner is not a payment to a person wrongfully claiming it within 
ection 9 of the Real Property Limitation Act, 1833, so as to bar the 
claim of the other reversioner. 

Appeal from a decision of Eve, J. (reported 57 Soticrrors’ JOURNAL, 
340). The action was brought for a declaration that the plaintiff was 
entitled, as tenant for life, to the reversion in the minerals under- 
lying certain land, covering about 10 acres, at Cleydon, Manchester. 
The land was conveyed to the plaintiff’s predecessors in title by two 
conveyances of 1791, and a deed of exchange of 1828, none of which 
contained ary exception of minerals. At the date of the deeds the 
coal and cannel under the land and under a large area adjoining were 
leased for 200 years from 1740 at a rent calculated on the then usual 
basis of the number of “ getters’? employed in the mine. The only 
mention of the lease in the deeds of 1791 was in an exception from the 
ovenant against incumbrances, but the grant in exchange for other land 
in 1828 was made expressly subject to the lease. The entire rent 
reserved by the lease had always been paid to the defendant, or Lis 
predecessors in title. The defendant contended that the reversion of 
the minerals had not passed by the deeds of 1791, that there was 
therefore no severance of the reversion, that the rent was not appor 
tionable, and that the claim was barred by the Statute of Limitations. 
Eve, J., gave judgment for the plaintiff, and the defendant appealed. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that he could not feel any doubt that the 
decision of the learned judge was right. It was an action by the 
Mitchells to recover as money had and received the rent attributable 
to their reversion in part of the land. It was said by the defendant 
that the only fair conclusion on the deeds was that they were really 
only conveyances of the surface, and ought to be so construed. To 
allow the appeal, however, would be to run contrary to perfectly well 
settled principles of law. The parties never intended an apportion 
ment, but the law saw to that. The rights as between the two co- 
owners were ascertained at the date of severance. There had been no 


| such wrongful possession as was necessary to bring the case within 


section 9 of the Real Property Limitation Act, 1833. For the reason 
given by Eve, J., his lordship thought the appeal should be dismissed 
with costs. ; , 

Swinren Eapy and Puarxirmore, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the 
Counset, Jessel, K.C., and St. John Clerke; P. O. Law- 
rence, K.C., and MacSwinney. SoOvicrTors, Kirby, Millett & Ays- 
ough; Robbins & Co., for Slater, Heelis, & Co., Manchester. 

[Reported by H. Lancronp Lewis, Barristor-at-Law.] 


same effect. 


Re MARSHALL, Deceased. MARSHALL v. MARSHALL. 
No. 1. 10th and 17th Nov. 

Witt—Tavust ror CONVERSION—SETTLEMENT OF PROCEEDS —POWER TO 
Postrone CONVERSION—SHARES IN CompaNy—RIGHT oF BENEFICIARY 
with VESTED INTEREST TO CALL ror TRANSFER OF His SHARE. 
Trustees of a will by which property was settle d in trust for sale 

with power to postpone conve rsion and to retain inv stments, were 

reque ted by heneficraries whose interests under the will had ve sted in 
possession to transfer their shares to them, but refused to do 80 as 
regards the bulk of the property, consisting of shares in a joint stock 

company, most of the camtal of which was held by the testator s 

l that the transfer might affect their voting power 


family, on the groune | powers 
in the management of the company, and the value of other beneficiaries 


intereata. . . ° 
Held (reversing Warrington, J.), that the beneficiaries were entitled 
to auch transfer and that the power to postpone conversion did not 
justify the trustees in their refusal, 
Appeal from a decision of Warrington, J. (1913, W.N. 148), on an 
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originating summons. By his will dated the 12th of November, 1902, 
H. D. Marshall devised and bequeathed his residuary estate upon trust 
for sale or conversion, and settled the net proceeds of such sale upon 
trusts under which one son, Pere y Marshall, and two grandsons, sons 
of a deceased son, W. Marshall, had become absolutely entitled in 
possession to certain shares. The will empowered the trustees to post 
pone the sale and conversion of any part of the testator’s estate, and 
in particular authorized them to ‘‘ retain any shares, stock or securities 
in Marshall, Sons & Co., Ltd. . during any period without being 
liable for any loss arising thereby. ” The bulk of the testator’s per 
sonal estate consisted of shares in the said company, which was mainly 
a family concern, controlled by the Marshalls, but with over 350 share 
holders. The above-mentioned son and grandsons asked the trustees 
to transfer to them blocks of shares sufficient to satisfy the share of 
each in the testator’s residuary estate. The trustees took out a sum- 
mons to ascertain whether they could be compelled to do so, and con 
tended that under the power to postpone contained in the will they 
could retain the shares as long as they thought fit, and that to part with 
them would affect their voting powers in the company. Warrington, 
J., upheld the trustees’ contention, and Percy Marshall and the grand 
sons appealed. 

Tue Court allowed the appeal. 

« Cozens-Harpy, M.R., in the course of his judgment, said that the 
appeal raised a question of some interest and difficulty. The testator 
left a considerable estate, by far the larger proportion of which con 
sisted of preference and ordinary shares in Marshall, Sons & Co., Ltd. 
The present appellants were indefeasibly entitled in possession to about 
one-fifth of the residue, the remaining four-fifths being settled on 
various beneficiaries. His lordship read the material clauses of the 
will, and proceeded : The appellants requested the trustees to transfe1 
their shares to them. and the trustees took out an originating summons 
to ask the Court whether they were bound to comply with that request. 
The learned judge held they were entitled to retain the shares under 
their power to postpone conversion. Speaking generally, the right 
of a person entitled in possession to an aliquot share of personal pro 
perty to have his share transferred to him was well established by law. 
The rule did not apply to an undivided share in real estate, which 
could not, as a rule, be sold without affecting the value of the whole; 
therefore a person entitled to such a share could not demand a realiza 
tion. But this doctrine did not apply to personal estate; you could 
not deprive the owner of personal property of his right to enjoyment 
of it in specie. It was not here the case of a private company entirely 
controlled by the testator; there were over 350 shareholders, and the 
proportion of its capital belonging to the testator’s estate was from 
one-fifth to one-sixth only of the whole. The right claimed by the 
trustees to retain these shares, to which effect had been given by the 
learned judge, seemed dangerous to a degree. There might be cases of 
companies in particular circumstances where trustees might be able 
to satisfy the Court that they could exercise such a power, but this 
was not one of them. The power in the will to postpone conversion 
had no bearing whatever on the right of the beneficiaries, which must 
prevail, to demand a transfer of their shares. The appeal would be 
allowed. 

Swinren-Eapy, L.J., who observed that the trustees had made out 
no case for the retention of the shares as a matter of discretion, but 
contended as a point of law that they were entitled to retain the whole 
until all interests under the will were absolutely vested. and 

Purttrmore, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—CounseL, 
Clauson, K.C., and Tomlin, K.C.; Peterson, K.C., and W. M. Cann; 
Cave, K.C.. and John Diron. Soricrtors, PR. F. & C. TL. Smith for 
Bescoby &: Williamson, Retford; Johnson, Weatherall, &: Sturt, for 
Broomhead, Wiahtman, & Moore. Sheffield. 

{iteported by H. Lanerorp Liwis, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re GEORGE TATE. Deceased. WILLIAMSON v, GILPIN AND 
OTHERS. Sargant, J. 2lst Oct. 


Witt—Construction—Girr or Income rrom Hovse PROPERTY 
EQUALLY BETWEEN CHILDREN—Issve oF SucH CHILDREN SUBSTITUTED 
on Deatu or CHILDREN—DESTINATION OF Eacu CHILD’s SHARE ‘OF 
Rents AFTER DEATH—IMPLICATION OF CROSS-REMAINDERS SUBSTI- 
TUTING IssvUE IN THE PLACE Or THEIR Deceasep PARENT—Girt OVER 
on Deatu or Last CHILD. 


“ee 


Where a testator gave real estate ‘‘upon trust to pay the income 
arising therefrom unto my children in equal shares during their lives 
or to their issue in case any of them shall die before the others of them, 
and from and after the decease of all my child dren then in trust to hold 
the same property in trust to sell the same, &c. 

Held, that the principle of Armstrong v. Eldridge (1791, 3 Bro. 
C. C. 215) could be applied to this case, even though there was a claus¢ 
substituting issue for their deceased parents. 

Held accordingly, that there was a sufficient indication in the will 
of an intention on the part of the testator that there should be, so to 
speak, cross-remainders in respect of this income, the issue being sub 
stituted on the death of their parent in respect of such parent’s share. 


This was an originating summons to determine the destination of 
certain rents in the events which had happened on the construction of | 
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| the will of George Tate. The particular clause in the will in dispute 
was the following gift: ‘“‘In trust as to my real estate situate in 
Roundhay-road in Leeds aforesaid upon trust to pay the income aris- 
ing therefrom unto my children in equal shares during their lives or 
to their issue in case any of them shall die before the others of them 
and from and after the decease of all my children” in trust to sell 
and divide. The testator died on the 24th of June, 1910, leaving three 
children :; (1) a daughter, Emile Williamson, who died on the 2nd of 
November, 1910, having had issue one child Dorothy, the plaintiff in 
these proceedings ; (2) a daughter, Frances Hewett, who died on the 17th 
| of October, 1911, without ever having had any issue, and whose legal 
personal representative is the defendant, John Hewitt; (3) a son, the 
defendant, Elijah Tate, who is still alive. The question asked by the 
summons was whether, upon the death of the testator’s daughter 
Frances Hewitt, and during the remainder of the life of the defend- 
ant Elijah Tate, Frances Hewitt’s one-third share of the income of 
the testator’s real estate, situate in Roundhay-road, in the city of 
Leeds (a) became payable to the plaintiff; (6) became divisible be- 
tween the plaintiff and the defendant, Elijah Tate, in equal shares ; 
(c) became divisible between the four residuary legatees named in the 
testator’s will; or (d) was undisposed of by the will, and became 
payable to the defendant, Elijah Tate, as heir at law of the testator? 
Counsel for the plaintiff submitted that the testator clearly intended 
| that the property in Roundhay-road should be kept in its entirely, 
| and the income divided between the three children while 
| there were three, two while there were two, and the whole 
paid to the last one so long as he lived, and that the clause substi- 
tuting children for their parents made no difference whatever to the 
substituting children for their parents made no difference whatever 
case, but merely meant that the share of the parent should sw 
vive to the child. He referred to Armstrong v. Eldridge (1791, 3 
Bro. C. C. 214) and Pearce v. Edmeades (1838. 3 Y. & C. Ex. 246). 
[Sarcant, J.--There was a case before Chitty, J., in chambers, where 
he followed these two old decisions: Re Richerson, Scales v. Heyhoe 
(1893, 3 Ch. 150).] The surviving child cannot in any event take as 
heir-at-law ; see section 25 of the Wills Act, 1837 (1 Vict. c. 26), Rooke 
| v. Rooke (2 Vern. 461), and Morris v. Lloyd (33 L. J. Ex. 202). Counsel 
for the surviving child contended that if * did not take all as heir-at- 
law there was a “joint tenancy, which had been severed by the death of 
law there was a joint tenancy, and he took all by survivorship. He 
referred to Jarman on Wills, 6th Ed., at p. 642. Counsel for the 
residuary legatees and the legal personal representative of Mrs. Hewitt 
contended that this part of the rents fell into residue. 

SarGant, J.—This is a question as to the disposition of part of the 
income of some freehold property disposed Of by the will of George Tate 
made on the 8th of May, 1907, in the following words: ‘‘ As to my 
real estate situate in Roundhay-road in Leeds aforesaid upon trust to 
pay the income arising therefrom unto my children in equal shares 
during their lives or to their issue in case any of them shall die before 
the others of them and from and after the decease of all my children 
then in trust to hold the same property in trust to sell the same, &c.”’ 
There was a general residuary gift in favour of the testator’s wife 
and three children in equal shares absolutely. The testator died on the 
| 24th of June, 1910. Three children survived him: Elijah, who is still 
| living and is the testator’s heir-at-law ; Emile, who died on the 2nd of 
November, 1910, leaving one child, now the wife of Thomas Harry 
Hemming; and Frances, who died on the 17th of October, 1911, with 
out ever having had any igsue, and whose legal personal representative 
is before the court. It is conceded that on the death of Emile in 
November, 1910, her share of the income went to her daughter, the 
present plaintiff. The question is, What becomes of the one-third 
share of Frances during the life of Elijah? Does it go equally be- 

| tween the plaintiff and Elijah? Does it fall into residue? Does it 
vest in Elijah as heir-at-law? Section 25 of the Wills Act, 1837 (1 
Vict. c. 26) and Rooke v. Rooke (2 Vern. 461) dispose of the claim 
of the heir-at-law as such. The heir-at-law can clearly take nothing. 
| The words of the residuary devise are amply sufficient. The real ques- 
| tion is whether there is, by virtue of the terms of the will. a sufficient 
| indication of the intention of the testator that there shall be, so to 
speak, cross-remainders in respect of this income, the issue being sub- 
stituted on the death of their parent in respect of such parent’s share. 
If the words of the will had been such as they are, only omitting the 
words of substitutionary gift to the children—that is to say, if the 
words had been ‘‘ upon trust to pay the income arising therefrom unto 
my children in equal shares during their lives and from and after the 
decease, &c.,’’ I think the case would be covered by authority : Arm- 
strong v. Eldridge (3 Bro. C. C. 215), Pearce v. Edmeades (3 Y. & C. 
Ex. 246), and Re Richerson, Scales v. Heyhoe (1893, 3 Ch. 146). That 
being so, then is any difference made by the addition of the clause sub- 
stituting the children for their parents? I do not myself think so. I 
think the testator is intending the property to be kept together as a 
whole until the death of the last child, and that the income should go 
amongst the children who survived by themselves or their issue by way 
of cross-remainders. The result of the construction put upon the will by 
Mr. Macdermot would be that Elijah would take two-thirds and the 
plaintiff one-third of the whole. On Mr. Borthwick’s construction Elijah 

mld take one-third, the plaintiff would take one-third, and one-third 

ould fall into residue. This is certainly a less grotesque construction. 
hh it on the whole I find a sufficient indication of an intention to imply 


| cross-remainders, and I accordingly declare that during the remainder 


of the life of Elijah the income from the property will go in halves 


| between Elijah and the plaintiff.—Counser, Wright Taylor; Macder- 
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ram Barke r ria 
York ; 


Soricrrors, Corbin, Greener, a ( ‘ook, 
Co., Harrogate; Jliffe, Henley, d& Sweet, for L. W. Thompson, 
Bernard Baines, for Wright, Leeds. 

[Meported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


HARPER AND OTHERS. 
22nd Oct. 


mot; Borthwick. 


Re HARPER, PLOWMAN v. 
Sargant, J. 
Wrt—Construction—Beguest or Resipve To Be Divipep EQuaLLy 
BerTween THE UNMARRIED Daucurers or My Broruer-1n-Law, DR. 
J. H., anpj Dr. A. 8. G Wuerner to A. 8S. G. orn to His UN 
MARRIED DAUGHTER—DIVISION PER CAPITA OR PER STIRPES. 
same into equal 


A testatrix gave her residue to trustees to divide the 
Mackinnon, and 


moieties, “‘ one mor ty to be pad to my niece, Luge nie 
the other movety to be divided e: qually between the unmarried dau ghters 
of my brother-in-law, Dr. J. Paso and Dr. A. 8. Grant a, 
There were three unmarried daughte rs of Dr. J. Harper, and Dr. A. § 
unmarried laughter, an infant four years old. 

Held, on the first point, that Dr. A. S. Grant took personally, to the 
exclusion of his unmarried daughter; on the second point that the three 
unmarried daughters of Dr. J Harper and Dr 1. S. Grant formed r 
class of four, and each took a fourth, the circumstances of the case not 
being in favour of a tirpital division, 

Re Walbran, Milner v. Walbran (1906, 
but d hed on the second. 


This was an adjourned summons to construe a clause in the will of 


Grant had one 


1 Uh. 64) followed on the first 


yoint, tingui 
1 i] 


Harriet Harper, dated the 19th of November, 1908, whereby, afte 
giving certain legacies, including a legacy of £500 to Dr. A. 8. Grant 
“in recognition of friendship and his many kindnesses,’’ she gave 


to her trustees upon trust to sel] and stand possessed of 
income to a life tenant, and 
‘one moiety to be paid 

moiety to be divided 


the residue 
the proceeds of sale on trust to pay the 
then to divide the trust premises into moieties, 

to my niece, Eugenie Mackinnon, and the othe 
equally between the unmarried daughters of my brother-in-law, Dr. J 
Harper, and Dr. A. 8. Grant equally.’’ The testatrix died on the 
20th of November, 1908, and the tenant for life had just died. At the 
date of the death of the testatrix Dr. J. Harper had five daughtere, 


of whom three were then, and still remained, unmarried. Dr. A. 8 
Grant had one daughter only, Edith Mary Grant, aged four years 
The summons asked two questions—(1) whether the gift was to Dr. A. 


8S. Grant personally or to Edith Mary Grant as his unmarried daughter ; 
and (2) whether the moiety was divisible equally between the unmarried 


daughters of Dr. J. Harper and Dr. A. 8. Grant or Edith Mary Grant 
(as the case might be), or whether the unmarried daughters of Dr. J 
Harpe took one-half share of the m nety and Dr. A. 8. Grant or Edith 
Mary Grant (as the case might be) the other half-share thereof 


Milner v. 
Stoc k ford (3 
614). Counsel 


Counsel for Dr A. S. Grant relied on the case of Re W albran, 
Walbrar (1906, l Ch 65) He also ( ited Peacock Vv. 
De G. M. & G. 73) and Hawes v. Hawes (14 Ch. D. 


for the infant daughter of Dr. Grant relied on Mason v. Baker (2 K 
& J. 567) and Pe Davies’ will (29 Beav. 93). Counsel for the three 
unmarried daughters of Dr. J. Harper relied on Re Featherstone’ 
Trusts (22 Ch. D. 111), Blackler v. Webb (2 P. Wms. 383). 


Phillips v. Garth (3 Br. C. C. 64), Buller v. Ele 
Lugar v. Harman (1 Cox's Eq. Cas. 250), in which last case a bequest 
of a residue to be divided equally ‘‘ amongst all the children of my 
late cousin E. L. and my cousin P. F. and their lawful repre sentatives *’ 
was held to be a bequest to the children of E. L. and to P. F. himself. 
and not to the children of P. F. 


ss (3 Br C. 367), and 


SARGANT, J., after éetating the facts, said As to the first point, look 
ing at all the circumstances of the case, I am of opinion that it is 
covered by the decision of Joyce, J., in Re Walbran, Milner v. Wal 
bran (1906, 1 Ch. 64), and that, accordingly, on the true construction 


of the will, this gift was a gift to Dr. A. S. Grant personally and not 
to his unmarried daughter. On the second point, however, the circum 


stances which favoured a stirpital division into moieties, in their turn 


equally divisible amongst the stirps, are not present in this case, for 
there my brother Joyce held that it would be capricious to make a 
class consisting of one nephew and the children of another. That con 
sideration does not apply here, and accordingly, in my opinion, there is 
a class here consisting of four persons—i.¢., the three unmarried 
daughters of Dr. Harper and Dr. Grant himself, and I accordingly hold 


that this moiety ia divisible in equal fourth shares between these four 

persons.—CounseL, J. W. Manning; A. C. Nesbitt; R. M. Pattisson: W 

R. Sheldon. Sortcrrors, Winter d& Plowman; Bryson & Wells. 
{Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re JEFFERY. NUSSEY v. JEFFERY. 

25th Nov 
Wiut—Beqvest Berween Brotuer. His Wire anp 
Latent Ampicuiry—Five Davcurers 
ROUNDING CIRCUMSTANCES AND 
SION INTO THREE Equat SHAREs. 


Warrington, J. 


THetr DAUGHTER 
Extrinsic Evipence—Sur 
INTENTION—ConstTRUCTION—DIVv1 
A testatrixn left her divided ‘** het 


were five 


residuary @atate to he 
brother, his wife and their daughter.” Ther 
Evidence was admitted that the testatrix was 
of the daughter 
Te siduary estate 

Held, that the residue must he divided in three equal shares between 
the brother, his wife and their daught er, 


ween my 
ee 
intimate with onl y one 


s, and that in a revoke d will she had left her half her 


} missioners 





summons taken out by the executor of the 


will dated the 3rd of 


This | was an originating 
will of a testatrix who died in 1913. By her 
August, 1912, the testatrix left her residuary personal estate ‘‘ between 
my brother, Walter Jeffery, his wife and their daughter.’”’ Walter 
Jeffery and his wife had five daughters, and the question arose as to 
who should take under the will. Evidence was given that the testatrix 
was on intimate terms with Phebe Winifred, one of the daughters, 
but not with the other four daughters, and also that by a former will, 
since revoked, the testatrix gave the residue to be equally divided 
between her brother, Walter Jeffery, and ‘‘ his daughter, Phebe Wini- 
fred.’’ 

Warrinoton, J., said that the case was one in which extrinsic evi- 
dence of the surrounding circumstances and also of the intention of the 
testatrix were clearly admissible for the purpose of showing which of 
the five daughters of Walter Jeffery and his wife was intended to 
take under the will. On the evidence before him, taking the surround- 
ing circumstances alone, without reference to the intention that might 
be gathered from the revoked will, he had no difficulty in arriving at 
the conclusion that Phabe Winifred was the daughter intended to 
take. He also held, on the construction of the will, that the residue 
was to be divided in equal third shares between Walter Jeffery, his 
wife and their daughter, Phebe Winifred, and not in equal half shares 
between Walter Jeffery and his wife on the one hand, and Winifred 
Pheebe on the other. Re Dixon, Byram v. Tull (1889, 42 Ch. D. 306) 
followed, and Re Jupp, Jupp v. Buckwell (1888, 39 Ch. D. 148) dis- 
tinguished. —CouNSsEL, Hildyard ; Johnston; Carden; Clauson, K.C., 
and Thompson. Sorrcrrors, Flower & Nussey; Surr, Gribble, Nelson, 
& Oliver. 

(Reported by J. B. C. Trecanraen, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 

FURTADO v. CITY OF LONDON BREWERY CO. (LIM.). 

Scrutton, J. 3lst Oct 

ASSESSMENT—APPLICATION FOR RELIEF—POWER 


Income Tax Act, 1842 (5 & 6 
1880 (43 & 44 Vict. 


Revenve—Income Tax 
or COMMISSIONERS TO State CaAsE- 
Vict. c. 35), s. 134—Taxes MANAGEMENT ACT, 
c. 19), s. 59. 

An application for relief under section 34 of the Income Tax Act, 
1842, is not an appeal against an assessment so as to entitle the Com- 
of Income Tax to state a case under section 59 of the Taxes 
Management Act, 1880. 


Case stated by the Commissioners of Income Tax. The respondents 
were assessed to income tax in respect of the profits of their business 
for the financial year ending the 5th of April, 1911, upon the average 
if the p ofits during the three preceding years. In the year of assessment 


they made a smaller profit than the amount at which they had been pre- 


viously assessed by A ason of the increase in the licence duties under the 
Finance Act, 1910. An application was made to the Commissioners of 
Income’ Tax under section 134 of the Income Tax Act, 1842, for an order 


for repayment of the sum overpaid on the basis of the assessment. The 
Commissioners made an order that the respondents were entitled to the 
relief asked for, but on the application of the appellant stated a case 
for the opinion of the High Court under section 59 of the Taxes 
Management Act, 1880. On behalf of the respondents the preliminary 
objection was taken that the Commiesioners had no power to state a case 
on the ground that an application for relief under section 134 of the 
Income Tax Act, 1842, was not an appeal against an assessment so as 
tec empower the Commissioners to state a case under the provisions of 
section 59 of the Taxes Management Act, 1880 

Scrutton, J., said that unless this was an ‘‘appeal’’ the Commis 
sioners could not state a case, and the question was whether the pro- 
ceedings under section 134 amounted to an appeal or not. An applica- 
tion under that section assumed that the assessment had been properly 
made, and if the subject of the assessment had been deprived of profits 
m the basis of which the assessment had been made by reason of some- 
thing which happened after the assessment he might apply to the 
Commissioners to amend the assessment. Had the matter stood there 
he would have thought this was not an appeal. Assuming that the 
issesement was properly made, and that relief was asked for by reason 
f something that was not part of the assessment, it would properly be 
called an application for relief. In the case of Bruce v. Burton (4 Tax 
Cas. 399) it was held that on an appeal to the Commissioners under 
section 27 of the Oe ince Act, 1897, they had no power to state a case 
under section 59 of the Act of 1880. He was unable to perceive any 
substantial difference between section 27 in that case and section 134 
in the present case. It was contended by the Attorney-General that, 
since in section 118 of the Income Tax Act, 1842, which dealt with 
ippeals, there were the words ‘‘ no appeal shall be received after the time 
30 limited, except on the ground of diminution of income, as herein men- 
tioned,’’ and the only place where appeals on the ground of diminu 
tion of income were mentioned was in section 134, it therefore followed 


| that an application under section 134 must be an appeal within section 


‘ 


59 of the Act of 1880. He was not, however, disposed to take the view 
that where the language of a section was clear, a provision in another 
section, which may have been put i" ex majore cautela, which treated 
it as something else, altered its meanin. Had there been nothing in 
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the Act about the right to make an application on the ground of dimi- 
nution of income, a power to appeal on that ground could not be got 
out of the fact that section 118 assumed that there was one. ‘Lhe 
power given by section 134 to alter an assessment by reason of some- 
thing which happened after it had been made was inconsistent with the 
idea of this being an appeal. For these reasons, and because he 
could eee no distinction between this case and Bruce v. Burton (supra), 
he was of opinion that the Commissioners had no power to state a case, 
and the appeal must be dismissed.—CounseL, Sir John Simon, A.-G., 
and Finlay ; Ryde, K.C., and Bremner. Soxicrrors, Solicitor to Inland 
Revenue ; Godden, Son, & Holme. 
(Reported by Leonarp C. Tuomas, Barrister-at-Law.] 


STOREY v. INLAND REVENUE COMMISSIONERS. 
Scrutton, J. 27th Oct. 


Revenve — Minerat Ricuts Duty — Way-LEAVES — WAY-LEAVE OVER 
Lessor’s Lanp—MINERALS OF OurstpE OWNER—FINANCE (1909-1910) 
Act, 1910 (10 Epw. 7, c. 8), ss. 20, 24. 


A duty is imposed on the rental value of all rights to work minerals 
and of all mineral way-leaves by section 20 (1) of the Finance Act, 1910. 

Held, that duty is payable in respect of way-leaves for minerals of 
owners outside the property of the person assessed. 


Special case stated by a referee under the Finance Act; 1910. 
The appellant was assessed in respect of mineral rights duty 
under section 20 of the Finance Act, 1910, and from this 
assessment she appealed to a referee, the following facts being either 
proved or admitted :—By an indenture dated the 29th of October, 1908, 
the appellant demised to the Cramlington Coal Company for a term of 
52 years certain coal mines and, seams of coal in the parish of Cramling- 
ton, Northumberland, together with the right to convey over any roads 
or railways for the time being used or made by virtue of the powers 
conferred by the indenture all or any part of the produce of certain 
other mines not on her property. The lessees were to pay the lessor 
a certain yearly rent for the privilege of working the mines, and certain 
amounts for the privilege of carrying over any road or railway made 
or used by virtue of the indenture the coal, the produce of the foreign 
mines, which should be Jed over such roads or railways, but which was 
not brought to bank at any pit, adit, or level of the demised mines, 
and also a certain amount in respect of the coal worked from the foreign 
mines which was brought to bank at any pit, adit, or level of the 
demised mines. There was included in the amount of rent received by 
the appellant under the lease a sum of £436 7s. 11d. received by her in 
respect of coal belonging to other owners, but which was brought to 
bank at collieries situate on her property, and a sum of £351 Qs. 4d. 
received by her in respect of coal brought to bank at collieries not 
situate on her property, but led over roads on her property. The 
referee decided that the two sums in question were properly included in 
the amount on which the assessment was made. By section 20 
of the Finance Act, 1910, mineral rights duty is imposed 
on the rental value of all rights to work minerals and of all 
mineral way-leaves. Sub-section 2 provides that ‘The rental value 
shall be taken to be— (a) where the right to work minerals is the 
subject of a mining lease, the amount of rent paid by the working 
lessee in the last working year in respect of that right; and... . (c) 
in the case of a mineral way-leave, the amount of rent paid by the 
working lessee in the last working year in respect of the way-leave.’’ 
Section 24 provides :—‘‘ For the purpose of the provisions of this Act 
as to minerals... the expression ‘mineral way-leave’ means any 
way-leave, air-leave, water-leave, or right to use a shaft granted to o1 
enjoyed by a working lessee, whether above or underground, for the 
purpose of access to or the conveyance of the minerals, or for the 
ventilation or drainage of his mine or otherwise in connection with the 
working of the minerals.’’ It was contended on behalf of the appel 
lant that the sections only related to minerals actually demised. It was 
argued on behalf of the respondents that the amounts in question were 
properly included in the assessment. 

Scrutton, J., in the course of his judgment, said the Act applied to 
all mineral way-leaves, and he had to ask himself why the Act did not 
apply to the present case. There was a way-leave, and it was a way- 
leave in respect of minerals referred to in the mining lease, hence it 
was granted by the mining lease and related to a matter which the 
grantor had power to grant. He was unable to find in the use of the 
word ‘‘the”’ in the definition in section 24 anything which restricted 
it to minerals which were the property of the grantor. It appeared to 
him that the word “the” was equally satisfied by reading it as the 
minerals referred to in the mining lease or the minerals in respect of 
which rent for the mineral way-leave was paid. In his opinion the 
decision of the referee was right, and the appeal must be dismissed.— 
Counset, Danckwerts, K.C., and W. Allen; Sir John Simon, A.-G.. 
and W. Finlay. Sottcrrors, Rawle, Johnstone, & Co., for Weld 
Weld, Liverpool ; The Solicitor to the Board of Inland Revenue. 

[Reported by Lronarp C. Tomas, Barristor-at-Law.] 








It has been decided, says Punch, by the Divisional Court that sheep 
that pass in the night need not carry tail-lights. This is just as well; 
for, even had it been decided otherwise, it would always have been 
possible to allege that the sheep had left their tails behind them. 
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interim report, recommending the immediate appointment of an addi- 
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LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY. 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1853. emnees 
Capital Stock ... ose ose oe om -. £400, 
er Stock oe on eee oe oad £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON 
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Societies. 
Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool. 


The eighty-sixth annual general meeting of the Incorporated Law 
Society of Liverpool was held in the Law Library, 10, Cook-street, 
Liverpool, on Thureday, the 27th of November, 1915. 

The president (Mr. J. C. Bromfield) presided over a full attendance 
of members, and in moving the adoption of the report of the com- 
mittee delivered an address, in the course of which, after referring to 
the death of Mr. Robert Ellett, he said :— 

Marrers CONNECTED WITH THE SOCIETY. 

We in Liverpool have also to lament the loss by death since the last 
annual meeting of five members of the society, Mr. W. F. Barrell, Mr. 
Thomas Brewis, of St. Helens, Mr. F. J. Hawkins, Mr. F. H. Kendall 
and Mr. W. A. Webb. Mr. Hawkins was for fifteen years an active 
member of the committee, and worthily filled the office of president in 
the year 1889-1890. Mr. Kendall and Mr. Webb had also served on 
the committee, and done valuable work on behalf of the society. Turn- 
ing to the annual report, it is satisfactory to observe that both in 
regard to membership and finance the society continues to be in a sound 
position. The work of the Board of Legal Studies has progressed satis- 
factorily, and if Liverpool has not been fortunate enough in recent 
years to secure all the honours and prizes open to law students, the 
failure cannot be attributed to any default on the part of our local 
School of Law in not providing sufficient lectures and classes. 

Poor LitIGants. 

The report of the Poor Man’s Lawyer indicates that it is doing good 
work, and, so far as its operations extend, is meeting a real want. Now 
that the department is well established, it may be considered desirable 
that its operations should be extended and made more widely known, 
30 that the organisation may be available for all proper cases, irrespec- 
tive of the three institutions with which it is now associated. In this 
connection I would draw your attention to the new rules dealing with 
proceedings in the High Court by or against poor persons. These rules, 
which will come into operation on the 1st of January next, differ in 
several important respects from the existing in forma pauperis proce- 
dure. In the first place, they will be applicable to all persons whose 
means do not exceed £50 (or in special cases £100) excluding their 
wearing apparel, household goods, tools of trade, and the subject- 
matter of the action. This extension will render the new procedure 
accessible to a much larger circle of persons than are eligible to avail 
themselves of the present in forma pauperis rules. The procedure is, 
of course, designed only for actions which can properly be brought in 
the High Court, but it will he borne in mind that at the present time 
the High Court retains exclusive jurisdiction in divorce proceedings and 
in certain actions of tort. The new rules contemplate that the Treasury 
will provide a fund, out of which advances may be made to meet pay- 
ments to witnesses and other necessary disbursements, but no provision 
has as yet been made by Parliament to meet this outlay on the part 
of the Treasury. Another alteration effected by the new rules is that 
a solicitor acting for a successful poor litigant may be able to recover 
his costs from the other side, but in no case are counsel to be paid fees 
when acting for a poor person under the rules unless the same are paid 
out of money provided by the Treasury. Time alone will shew to what 
extent advantage will be taken of the new procedure by the class for 
whom it is intended, but I do not doubt that solicitors will not fail to 
do their part, as (so far as my experience goes) they have always done 
in the past, to secure that opportunity shall be afforded to all poor 
persons to obtain justice from the courts. 

Royat Commission on “ Lecat Detays.” 

Perhaps the most important event of the past year directly affecting 
the legal profession has been the appointment of a Royal Commission 
to inquire into and report on complaints of delay in the hearing of 
actions and appeals and Crown cases in the King’s Bench Division of 
the High Court. It was intended originally to appoint on the Com- 
mission only one solicitor, Mr. C. A. Coward, of London, but in conse- 
quence of the action taken jointly by the Manchester Law Society and 
this society, the name of Mr. C. H. Morton was added. I think we 
may venture not only to congratulate Mr. Morton—as we do very cor- 
dially—upon the honour so conferred on him, but also to congratulate 
the other members of the Commission and the public, upon securing the 
services of one eo well qualified to assist in the consideration of such 
in important subject. Mr. Morton, by his diligent attention to the 
work of the Commission, has once more laid the whole profession, and 
particularly those members who practise in the provinces, under a heavy 
debt of obligation to him. The Commiesion in April last issued an 
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tional judge of the King’s Bench Division. The recommendation was 
approved by Parliament, and a new judge was appointed. Unfortu 
nat ly, however, for litigants, or at least for those of them who are 
anxious to obtain a speedy trial of their actions, through the appoint 
ment of Mr. Justice Phillimore to be a Lord Justice, the number of 
judges is again reduced, and the vacancy cannot be filled until addresses 
to the Crown are presented by both Houses of Parliament, which are 
not likely to meet before next February. The proceedings of the Com 
mission have taken place in private, and I am therefore unable to refer 
to them. But you will find in the annual report now before you certain 
suggestions, agreed to by the committees of the Manchester Law Society 
and this society, in support of which Sir William Cobbett, at their 
joint request, gave evidence before the Commission. One may perhaps 
be permitted here to express one’s own personal opinion, that, in view 
of the spirit of lawlessness and disregard for authority, which are 
throughout the country and amongst all classes such prominent features 
of the times, any proposal which might, by cutting down the aesize 
system or in any other curtail the public manifestation of the 
majesty of the law, would be most inopportune; and I trust that, for 
the mere sake of saving the salary of one or two judges, no such recom 
mendation will be made by the Commission. 


way, 


Last Session IN PARLIAMENT. 


Last Session of Parliament was singularly unproductive of Acts affect 
ing the work of solicitors, and the only one to which reference need be 
made is the Bankruptcy and Deeds of Arrangement Act. That Act is 
designed to carry into effect certain recommendations of a Departmental 
Committee, which considered the subject some years ago. Those recom- 
mendations were, in principle, approved by the more important chambers 
of commerce and trade protection societies throughout the country. It 
is now three years since the Bill was first introduced by the Govern- 
ment into Parliament, and though it dealt with an uncontroversial sub- 
ject, and was intended to make amendments in the law which were 
urge ntly needed for the better protection of trade, it was not until last 
Session that Parliament could find the few hours’ time requisite for 
passing so useful a measure. It certainly does seem a matter of great 
regret that Parliament cannot so regulate its business as to allow of the 
passing in every Session of all uncontroversial Bills which deal with 
subjects of public importance. Lawyers are sometimes blamed by the 
ignorant for all the vagaries and imperfections of the law, but I need 
not tell you how small are the opportunities afforded to any class of 
the community, outside of the Government—and lawyers are not better 
off in this respect than any other persons—to procure amendments of 
any kind in the law. 


Tue Conveyancine Rirt. 

It is noteworthy, however, that the Conveyancing Bill introduced 
last Session by the Lord Chancellor with a view to simplifying the 
machinery of conveyancing is founded on a Bill prepared by the late 
Mr. Wolstenholme on instructions of the Council of the Law Society, 
and introduced in 1897 by the late Lord Davey in the House of Lords, 
where it passed md reading. Whatever may be the ultimate 
fate of this Bill, the fact that the present Government, which is cer- 
tainly not reactionary in its aims, have, after a lapse of sixteen yeare, 
adopted it, as the best solution yet offered of a difficult problem, is, 
I submit, a complete and irrefutable answer to those—and some of them 
have occupied high positions in the State—who in the interval have, 
both in and out of Parliament, charged the profession with obstructing 
for eelfish ends the working of the Land Registry and other so-called 
legal reforms. F 


its sec 


OFFICIALISM AND UsuRPATION By Executive of FuNCTIONS OF 
JUDICIARY. 

Last year my predecessor, Mr. Norris, in his address drew attention 
to the growing danger to the liberties of the public from the rapid in- 
crease in this country of officialism and from the usurpation by the 
Executive of the functions of the judiciary. I entirely concur in the 
views which he then expressed. In regard to officialism, I will only 
say that the situation to-day is even more serious than it was a yeat 
ago; for, if the past twelve months have not witnessed the creation of 
& large number of new officials, there are proposals now being placed 
before the country which, if adopted by Parliament, will greatly 
extend—and in some instances in entirely new directions—the sphere of 
officialism. But, important as this question of officialism undoubtedly 
is—and I for one have no desire to minimise its importance in any 
way—it 1s, in my opinion, less fraught with danger to the public 
welfare than the assumption by the Executive of judicial powers. For 
some years past it has been a common practice on the part of the 
Legislature to empower a Department of State or a public official to 
make and issue rules, having the force of statute, regulating and even 
extending the application of the Act to which the rules relate 
Furthermore, in more recent times, there has been an inc reasing ten- 
dency to confer on a Department of State or some specially constituted 
body full authority to determine, without appeal or any recourse to the 
courts, questions arising under a particular enactment. Some of vou 
may remember the weighty words on this subject uttered by the jate 
Lord Chief Justice on a public occasion in 1909 : . 

**Time was,”’ said Viscount Alverstone, ‘“ 
stood between the Crown and the liberties of the people, and had 
protected the people. That was a duty which was not likely to fall 
upon any of His Majesty’s judges in’ any part of the Empire, be- 


when the judges had 











cause his most gracious Majesty was among the first to recognis: 
what were the proper relations between the Crown and the judi- 


ciary. But, if certain things were true, which they saw in the 
press, it might be that the judges would be called upon in the 


future to protect the interests of the people against the Executive. 
He trusted that His Majesty’s judges would always be regarded as 
the impartial tribunal to whom was to be given the duty of inter- 
preting Acts of Parliament. To pass Acts of Parliament was not 
easy, and sometimes too severe criticism had been passed upon the 
obscurity with which the intentions .of Parliament had been ex- 
pressed. But it was a great thing that the subjects of His Majesty 
should feel that their interests would be protected by an impartial 
construction being given to Acts of Parliament.’—Zaw Journal, 
the 26th of June, 1909. 

When these words were spoken, his lordship probably had in mind 
the provisions of the Finance Bill then before Parliament, which pre- 
cluded, except in one or two instances, any appeal to the courts from 
a decision of the Commissioners on the numerous and difficult questions 
which were bound to arise under so novel and complicated a measure. 
As you are aware, the Bill was in this respect greatly modified in 
Committee, and since it became law the courts have been called upon 
to decide many important questions arising under the Act, in regard 
to some of which there have been differences of opinion on the part 
of the judges before whom the cases have been argued. But, as illus- 
trating this modern practice on the part of the Legislature, I may point 
out that during last Session two Bills were introduced into the House 
of Commons, one a Government measure and the other a private 
member’s Bill, in both of which the same mischief appeared. The first 
Bill referred to was the Revenue Bill, which in clause 10 provided that 
any decision of the Commissioners under that clause was to be final 
and not subject to any appeal. The other Bill was one to amend the 
Public Trustee Act, 1906. That Bill provided that where the Public 
Trustee was satisfied that it was the desire of the beneficiaries that he 
should become the sole trustee of a trust, he might by writing, signed 
and sealed by him, declare his acceptance of the trust, and thereupon 
he was to become sole trustee to the exclusion of any other person. It 
was further provided that the Public Trustee was to be authorised to 
accept as sufficient evidence a statutory declaration of any person appear- 
ine to have personal knowledge of the facts. Fortunately, so far as 
my present point is concerned, neither Bili reached a third reading. 
If evidence were needed as to the unfitness of Departments of State 
to determine questions involving the consideration of points of law, I 
would remind you that, since Lord Alverstone made the speech from 
which I have quoted, the courts have in several cases been called upon 
to determine the validity of orders or requisitions made by various 
Government Departments. And in no less than six reported decisions 
affecting such different public offices as the Charity Commissioners, 2e 
Weir Hospital (1910, 2 Ch. 124); the Board of Education, Rex v. Board 
of Education (1911, A. C. 179); the Board of Inland Revenue, Dyson 
v. Attorney-General (1911, 1 K. B. 410; 1912, 1 Ch. 158), Burghes v. 
{ttorney-General (1912, 1 Ch. 173), Re Hardy’s Crown Brewery (1910, 
2 K. B. 257); and the Local Government Board, Rex v. Local Govern- 
ment Board, Ex parte Arlidge (W. N., 1913, p. 282), the orders or 
requisitions in question were held to be illegal. It is significant also 
to observe that in all the six cases the jurisdiction of the court was 
strenuously resisted by the Department concerned. I cannot believe 
that there is any desire on the part of the public to substitute for a trial 
in one of His Majesty’s courts, a decision of a tribunal composed of 
some pefson or persons in the employment of the State, no doubt, but 
unknown and invisible to the parties, whose decision, unsupported by 
reasons and arrived at without hearing argument on either side, is 
communicated to the parties, without any disclosure of the evidence or 
information upon which it is based, and which may wholly or in part 
have been obtained by the tribunal behind their backs. Even such 
essential characteristics of a judicial inquiry as impartiality and indepen- 
dence on the part of the tribunal are likely to be absent, for in most 
instances the persons appointed to adjudicate will be officials, whose 
duty it is to assist in the administration of the Act of Parliament under 
which the proceedings have been instituted. Such a procedure, adopted 
by the Local Government Board in one of the cases, Rex v. Local 
Government Board, Ex parte Arlidge (W. N’, 1913, p. 282), to which 
I have referred, was a few weeks ago pronounced by two members of 
the Court of Appeal to be contrary to natural justice. It has been 
well said that : ‘‘ It is a sign of an ill-regulated democracy and not of 
a healthy or secure Government when the judicial functions are 


usurped or attempted to be usurped by those who are en- 
trusted with the work of administration. The supremacy of 
the law is the touchstone of liberty in any State, and ia 


England it has been historically the foundation of all the people’s 
rights and privileges’ (Law Journal, the 26th of June, 1909). Lord 
Brougham, in his work on the “ British Constitution’’ (pp. 322 and 
323), writing on this point, expressed himself thus: ‘‘ The judicial 
ought to be kept entirely distinct from the legislative and executive 
power in the State. This separation is necessary both to secure the 
independence of the judicial functions and to prevent their being in- 
fluenced by the interests of party or by the votes of the people.”’ In 
my opinion, gentlemen, the increase of the bureaucratic element in the 
Government of this country threatens to become so serious a menace to 
the liberty of the subject that it behoves all who are interested in the 
nation’s welfare, to take every means in their power to warn the public 
of the impending danger. 
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The motion for the adoption of the report was seconded by the | It was said that he had been penalising those who had carried out 

vice-president (Mr. W. Forshaw Wilson), and carried. the directions of the justices in these cases. He had done nothing of 
A vote of thanks was unanimously accorded to the president for his | the kind. All he had done was to save the county from extra and 

address, on the motion of Mr. J .H. Kenion, seconded by Mr. Arnold J. | unnecessary expenses in these prosecutions. He had not refused to 








Cleaver. allow costs in any case, and the only result was that some members of 
We hope to print extracts from the report of the committee next | the legal profession had not made so much profit out of them as they 
week. | would have done. He had thought it necessary to make these observa- 





tions for justices who would listen, and until he was corrected by a 
The Law Society. higher tribunal he would continue to carry out the practice. 

The president (Mr. Walter Trower), the vice-president (Sir Charles _ rhe following letters, among many others, have appeared in the 
Longmore), and the Council of the Law Society entertained a large | — 'M st ol cin mein hed, Win Bechites he » ie cnn aiiiiated 
company to dinner at the Society’s Hall on the evening of the 27th ult. | . th Ae a ay “= Png geet ont adi . we ae ae 

The following guests were present :—Earl Howe, Lord Dunedin, the | oe gy gg Se ee ee 2971 ied 1 a — 7 
Lord Chief Justice, Lord Justice Phillimore, Sir Francis Hopwood, Mr. | (1) It is of the utmost importance that all criminals or allegec 
Justice Lawrence "Mr. Justice Rowlatt, Mr Justice Atkin, the Hon. | criminals on bail or in gaol should be tried as soon as possible. It is 
Evelyn Hubbard, the Solicitor-General, Sir Hubert Parry, Sir Erle | ™ a gg sag sg > way as well he of ere, ee eee 
Richards, Sir Alfred Sharpe, Sir David Ferrier, Mr. W. W. Quless, | .. ‘ ) It is far better to try them before a * rec judge than an 
R.A.. Mr Duke. K.C.. M.P "Bir Waller Piideans Sir Alfred Reync lds. inexperienced chairman of quarter sessions, chosen frequently only be- 
vetbey 2 ° , oUe,y WEE og ke é é 7 5 Nas, | essen of we atts ° re : 

Sir Philip Gregory, Mr. Francis F. Liddell, Mr. H. A. Colefax, K.C., | Suge of his position in ~ a Ee ee 
Mr. R. Vaughan Williams, K.C., Mr. J. R. Randolph, K.C., Mr. T. J. | _ (9) Single judges should not lay down rules of this kind. Mt any 
C. Tomlin, K.C., Mr. T. H. Fischer, K.C.. Mr. B. Francis-Willia “* | such rules are to be made they should be made by the Lord Chancellor 
K.C.. Mr. G. R. Northcote, Mr. T. T. Paine. Mr. W G aon or | and all the judges. If one judge says “‘clear the gaols’’’ and another 
W. £. Gillett, Mr. G. F. Hatfield, Mr, W. Dawson, Mr. ‘Thomas | %*Y® do not send prisoners before me, as I am too great person to 
Rawle, Mr. Hugh G. Riviere, Mr. M. L. Parkin, Mr. Arthur Day. | try them, the result is chaos. 
Mr. Robert Pollock, Colonel Hesketh, Mr. L. C. Du Cane, Mr. Ronald a ee 

Peake, Mr. R. L. Hunter, Mr. H. Bevir, Mr. E. E. Blyth, Mr. D. T. -gg~ Eee 
Garrett, Mr. W. G. Hart, Mr. M. E. Turner, Mr. E. R. Goolden, Mr. Sir,—None of your correspondents have apparently noticed that 
S A. Sampson, Mr, A. E. Messer, Mr. T. W. Chitty, Mr. P. W. | there is a ready way of reconciling the aims of Mr. Justice Avory 
Chandler, Mr. Cecil M. Chapman, Mr. E. S. Fordham, Mr. C. E. and his critics. It is by assimilating the scale of costs in ordinary 
Farmer, Mr. F. C. Adams, Mr. H. M. Crookenden, Mr. R. H. Few, | @8size cases to that used in courts of quarter sessions. Both are based 
Mr. Hugh Fraser, Mr. A. J. Dunning, Mr. Crowther Davies, Mr. H. C. | 0n the scale ordained by the Home Secretary under the Costs in 


One or His Masesty’s Counsen. 





Whitehead, Mr. H. E. Bury, and Mr. W. M. Sinclair. 





United Law Society. 


A meeting of the above society was held on Monday, December 1st, 
at 3, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, E.C. Mr. C. Willoughby Williams | 
moved :—‘‘ That the existence of the present Government is not con- 
ducive to thrift.” Mr. A. B. Drysdale Woodcock opposed. The 
following gentlemen also spoke :—Messrs, A. T. Settle, T. A. Pace, 
J. W. Weigall, Elliman, Coleridge and Morden, The motion was | 


carried by two votes. 





The Union Society of London. 


The eighth meeting of the 1913-14 session was held in Lecture-room | 
P, 3, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, on Wednesday, the 3rd of December, 
1913. The president was in the chair. The motion for debate was: | 


“That this house is in favour of new legislation being introduced in- 
creasing the powers of the court to try cases in camera.’’ Mr. David 
Devis opened; Mr. Safford opposed. There also spoke Mr. Harry 
Geen, Mr. Stevens, Mr. Kenny, Mr. Randolph Glen, Mr. Gallop, Mr. 
Bright, Mr. Coote, Mr. Lyon, Mr. Kingham, and the president. The 
motion was declared lost. 








Committals of Cases to Assizes. 


Mr. Justice Avory, at Manchester Assizes, on Monday, says the | 


Times, again referred to his endeavour to check the practice of sending 
quarter sessions cases to the assizes by allowing only costs on the 


quarter sessions scale in such cases, and replied to the letters which | 


have appeared in the Z'imes on the subject. 

He said there appeared to be some misapprehension about the orders 
he had made with respect to the quarter sessions cases which had been 
brought before him. Comments had been made by a chairman of 
quarter sessions and by justices that entirely overlooked the provisions 


of the Assizes Relief Act of 1889, which provided that, except for | 


some special reason, such cases were to be committed to the quarter 
sessions for trial. These comments had been sufficiently dealt with 


already by Sir Harry Poland and Sir William Forwood, the late chair- | 


man of the quarter sessions of Lancashire. He had repeatedly pointed 
out that the mere fact of the assizes coming first was not to be held a 
special reason within the meaning of that Act. If that were so, the 
Act would be rendered nugatory. He desired to say that in each case 
which had come before him he had considered whether there were 


such special reasons, and only in those cases where he had found none | 


had he made any special order as to costs. In one case he found that 
the prisoner was committed in July for an ordinary quarter sessions 
case, and the prisoner had to wait trial six weeks longer than was 
necessary. In another case the prisoner had pleaded ‘‘ Guilty,’’ and 
it was plainly a quarter sessions case, though it had been sent to the 
assizes. He might have awaited trial at the sessions, and the time 
so spent might have been taken into consideration in giving sentence. 
In cases where offences had been committed in different quarter 
sessions’ jurisdiction, if the prisoner had admitted the other offences 
they would all be taken into consideration in passing sentence. In the 
case of a young offender who was liable to be sent to a Borstal institu 
tion, he thought that could be regarded as a special reason within the 
meaning of the Act. 





Criminal Cases Act, 1908, but the clerks of assize apply that scale 
more liberally than the courts of quarter sessions do. There appears 
to be no reason for the divergence in ordinary simple cases, though, 
of course, in serious and difficult cases it is quite right that a higher 
rate should obtain in the discretion of the court, and this might well 
apply at both assizes and sessions. The inducement then to commit 
to assizes for the sake of the more generous fees allowed would dis- 
appear, which is apparently what Mr. Justice Avory was aiming at, 
while there would be no fettering of the mag’sterial discretion, which 
was what his critics took exception to. A CLERK OF THE PEACE. 


| 
| 
| 
| 








| The State of Judicial Business. 


While waiting patiently, says the legal correspondent of the Globe, 
for the long-expected report of the Royal Commission appointed twelve 
months ago to inquire into the congested state of the King’s Bench 
Division, the legal world is complaining of the delays in the Court of 
Appeal as well as in the Common Law Courts. The lords justices, 
notwithstanding the help they have recently received from Lord 
Parker, Lord Sumner, and Mr. Justice Warrington, are still so seriously 
in arrear with their work that they have been obliged to announce that 
none of the Workmen’s Compensation appeals in their list will be heard 
| during the present sittings. Some of these appeals were set down in 
| July, and more than half a year, therefore, will have elapsed when they 
| are heard after the Christmas,Vacation. One portion of the business of 
| the King’s Bench Division is in an even worse state. The Revenue 
| Paper continues to contain a large number of petitions under the 
Finance Act which were entered for hearing about two years ago! 

On the other hand, it may be noted that in an action on Wednesday 
| in the King’s Bench Division—Newton v. Beattie—Mr. Justice Ridley 
pointed out that, except for one other casg, which had been postponed 
on application, this was the last common jury case which was put down 
before the Long Vacation. And, he added, it was clear that no one 
| could complain now of delay so far as the trial of common jury actions 
| were concerned. Mr. R. V. Bankes, K.C., again, in the course of 
a letter to the 7'imes of the 3rd inst., says : ‘‘So much has been heard 
of the delay in the King’s Bench Division that it may be of interest 
to know that it is rapidly on the wane so far as actions are concerned. 
| In to-day’s list (2nd of December) there are four non-jury cases entered 

for trial lst of November and 5th of November; common juries 

entered for trial 24th of October and 1st of November. The special 
juries appear to be more in arrear; but the list is rapidly disappear- 
ing, and with four judges at work the existing list will practically be 
| all or nearly all dealt with by Christmas. A case which was tried on 
the 30th of October in which the jury disagreed has been set down 
| again and is now in the three-weeks list. It looks as though nearly 
all, if not all, cases really ready for trial would be tried before the 
end of the present sittings. A good start for the new Lord Chief 
| Justice.” So that the delay in legal work does not appear to be 
| universal. 








| 


| The United States Supreme Court, on the 1st inst. (says the New York 
| correspondent of the Times) decided that the agreements between 

publishers and regular booksellers not to sell books to those who resell 
| to the public at less than the price fixed by the publishers violate the 
| Sherman Anti-Trust Law. The decision virtually upholds ‘‘ cut’ rates 
on books. 
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An Imperial Court of Appeal. 


In his concluding Rhodes lecture at University College, Gower-street, 
on Wednesday night, says the Z'imes, Professor J. H. Morgan gave an 
authorized explanation of Lord Haldane’s remarks (ante, p. 52) when 
presiding at the first lecture. Professor Morgan said :— 

In concluding this course of lectures I should like to say that I am 
authorized by the Lord Chancellor to make a statement about the 
suggestions thrown out by him when presiding at my first lecture as to 
the future development of the Judicial Committee. They were, as 
you will remember the Lord Chancellor was careful to insist, merely 
suggestions. They have naturally attracted great attention, and they 
have excited, as "perhaps they were meant to ex« ite, some criticism 
Generally they have been warmly welcomed as containing the germ of 
a great idea, but in one or two quarters they have been misunderstood. 
They did not propose that the Judicial Committee should go on circuit 
throughout the Dominions. No one who was actually present on the 
occasion of Lord Haldane’s speech could have imagined that they did. 

What they did propose was that in cases of great and exceptional 
importance, where the circumstances were such as to give a sitting in 
a particular Dominion a particular value, a number of judges should be 
selected from the enlarged panel to go and sit there. It should be 
remembered, as anyone who looks at the Statutes of 1833 and 1844 
may discover for himself, that the Judicial Committee is a body 
possessing, as an Appellate Tribunal, exceptional powers of directing 
the examination of witnesses on oath and of directing inquiries into 
issues of fact in particular cases, and one can well conceive that there 
might be cases in which such inquiries were best held in the Dominion 
itself. ‘The committee has already begun to group appeals from a par 
ticular Dominion so as to facilitate their hearing during a particular 


period—a practice which has enabled the Law Officers and the Chief 
Justice of Canada to be present when Canadian cases are heard. From 
this it is but step to provide for an occasional sitting in Canada 
itself 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Piymoutn, Sronenovse AND Devonport Law Stupents’ Socrety.— 


The fourth ordinary meeting of this society was held in the Law 
Library on Thursday, the 27th of November, Mr. H. J. H. Hawken, 
sulicitor, presiding. The subject for discussion was as follows : 


‘Chapman hires a landau and horse from a livery stable keeper (Horse 
man) for the purpose of driving to X and back. Horseman also pro 
Horseman, who has recently bought the horse, does 
motor shy,’’ though a little inquiry would have 
While being driven in the landau Chapman gives 
Shortly after the horse shies at a passing 
Slogger is injured. Can Slogger sue 


vides a driver 

not know that it 
shewn this to be 6o 
a lift to a friend (Slogger) 
motor, upsets the landau, 


ee 


and 


Horseman’’? Mr. F. 8. Murray led for the affirmative, and was sup- 
ported by Mr. E. C. N. Willey. Mr. L. V. Holt opposed the motion, 
and was seconded by Mr. E. 8. Dobell. Messrs. P. G. H. Morcom, 
FE. C. T. Finch, W. H. Rodd, B. E. Gill, 8. Burridge, and B. H. 


ok part in the discussion. Mr. Murray then replied, 
summed up, the motion was put to the meet 
carried by 8 votes to 3. 


Chowen also t 
and, the chairman having 
when the affirmative was 





ing, 
Obituary. 
Mr. H. H. Lawless. 
Mr. Henry Hamilton Lawless, Recorder of Great Yarmouth, died on 


the 30th ult. at Plowden-buildings, Temple, at the age of fifty-six. 
Mr. Lawless was the fourth son of Mr. John Lawless, a well-known 
Dublin solicitor, who defended the Fenian prisoners in the early ’seven- 
ties. He was educated at Trinity College, Dublin, and joined the Irish 
Bar in 1880. Three years later he was called to the English Bar by 
the Middle Temple. He- joined the South-Eastern Circuit, and was 
also a member of the Centra! Criminal Court and the North London and 
Middlesex Sessions, and acquired a considerable practice. He defended 
Sadler, the sailor, who wae tried for the ‘“‘ Jack the Ripper ’’ murders 

d acquitted. Mr. Lawless was a strong Liberal and Home Ruler. 
and in 1895 unsuccessfully contested West Bristol in the Liberal interest 
against Sir Michael Hicks Beach, now Lord St. Aldwyn. He was 
appointed Recorder of Great Yarmouth in 1909 _ 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


_The following appointments of examiners have been made by the 
Council of Legal Education for the year ending the 10th of January, 


1915 :—R. W. Lee, Esq.; W. 8. Hotpsworrn, Esq.; R. Burrows, 
Esq. ; G. H. J. Hurst, Esq. ; Toronatp Matuew, Esq. ; 1. B. Ricnarp- 
son, Esq.; E. J. Excoop, Esq.; R. Ringwoop, Esq.; Hindu and 











Mahomedan law, R. H. Mactgop, Esq. ; Roman-Dutch law, R. W. Lez, 
Esq. 

Mr. Cuartes Epwarp Lams, solicitor and notary public, of the firm 
of Messrs. Lamb & Stringer, of Kettering, has been appointed Clerk 
to the Justices of the Kettering Petty Sessional Division, in succession 
to Mr. Henry Wortley Lamb, who has resigned. Mr. C. E. Lamb was 
admitted in 1900. 


Changes of Partnership. 
Dissolutions. 


Joun Epwarp Atcock, of Mansfield, in the county of Nottingham, 
ind Henry SrepHen Suacxiock, of Sutton-in-Ashfield, in the said 
ounty of Nottingham, solicitors (Alcock & Shacklock), Sutton-in-Ash- 
ield, Huthwaite, and East Kirkby. Nov. 17. 

Witt1rm Tuomas Hamiin, ArtHur Hamuin, Georce THOoMAs 
‘RAMMER, Witt1AM Ernest Hamuin, and ALBert Epwarp HAMLIN, 
solicitors, 9, Fleet-street, London, Surbiton, Wimbledon, and Esher. 
dct. 22. So far as regards the said Albert Edward Hamlin. 

(Gazette, Dec. 2. 





General. 


In a letter to the Times of the 17th ult. Mr. V. M. Collins says :— 
In view of the letters of Mr. Hueffer and Mr. Chesterton pleading 
for a renascence of witchcraft, it is interesting to recall that as late 
as May, 1906—seven years ago—Ellen Hayward (aged 70) ‘was sum- 
moned at Littledean, in the Forest of Dean, for using, between Novem- 
ber 24th, 1905, and March lst, 1906, ‘‘certain craft, or means, or 
device, to wit, by pretended witchcraft, to deceive and impose upon 
one of His Majesty’s subjects, to wit, James Davis.”” James Davis 
swore that his cows refused milk and his pigs became strangely unwell. 
A store pig he had bought failed. He suspected a keeper’s wife had 
‘‘charmed”’ it. He visited the ‘‘ wise woman of Cinderford,”’ gave 
her 2s. 6d., then 5s., then 10s., and finally £1. This time it was he 
himself who was ill. Then he told her that if she did not “ take it off 
The defendant 


soon,’’ he would put it in the Government’s hands. 
denied having anything to do with witchcraft or palmistry. ‘‘ She 
could look everybody in the face. God would have His way yet. He 


had promised her that His children should not want.’’ The Court, 
who had received some 3O letters, all written by uneducated persons, 
testifying to the good done them or their children or friends by de- 
fendant, considered their decision in private and dismissed the case. 


After being in use for over 530 years the old seal of the City of 
London has now, says the 7'imes, been formally broken up and destroyed, 
und a new seal substituted. This last will be only the third which the 
Corporation have used in their long history. The first was destroyed 
as far back as 1381, when the famous William Walworth was Lord 
Mayor, as (according to the archives) it was too small, rude, and 
ancient and unbecoming and derogatory from the honour of the City,” 
and a new seal ‘‘ of honourable aspect and a work of art,’’ which Wal- 
worth had had made, was provided in its place. In this new seal (the 
one just destroyed) the figures of St. Peter (or more probably St. 
Thomas) and St. Paul, with the Shield of Arms of the City of London, 
appear, together with a figure of ‘“‘the Glorious Virgin.’’ The seal was 
made of silver, and about the size of a crown piece. In its frequent use 
during five centuries it had become worn and blurred. As in the Arms 
of the City depicted on the seal, the sword of St. Paul appears, the 
common legend that the dagger with which Walworth killed Wat Tyler 

which event occurred subsequently—was incorporated in the City’s 
heraldic device falls to the ground. The mayoral seal is used for 
stamping documents connected with the Mayor’s Court and the Mansion 
House Justice Room, such as powers of attorney, declarations as to the 
origin of goods, marriage certificates for use abroad, and precepts for 
civic assemblies and wardmotes. It is probably used about 1,500 times 
a year. 

_ While, says the Globe, Oxford has been honouring Mr. George Cave, 
K.C., M.P.. by making him her standing counsel, Cambridge has been 
paying a tribute to Lord Justice Kennedy's scholarship by appointing 
him Deputy High Steward of the University. Time was when it was 
rare to find a judge who was not an Oxford or a Cambridge man. 
Now, by a strange coincidence, not one of the four chief figures in 
the courts—the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice, the Master 
of the Rolls, and the President of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division—was at either of the two old Universities. And there are 
five other occupants of the Bench—Lord Justice Swinfen Eady, Mr. 
Justice Darling, Mr. Justice Bucknill, Mr. Justice Horridge, and Mr. 
Justice Bailhache—who acquired their learning elsewhere. Oxford is 
represented on the bench by eleven judges and Cambridge by twelve. 
Oxford can claim Lords Justices Vaughan Williams and Phillimore in 
the Court of Appeal; Justices Eve, Astbury, and Sargant in the Chan- 
cery Division ; Justices Ridley, Pickford, Coleridge, Bankes. and Atkin 
in the King’s Bench; and Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane in the Probate, 
Divorce, and Admiralty Division. In the Court of Appeal Cambridge 
has Lord Justice Buckley as well as Lord Justice Kennedy; in the 
Chancery Courts Justices Joyce, Warrington, and Neville; in the 
King’s Bench Justices Channell, Bray, Lawrence, Scrutton, Avory, 
Lush, and Rowlatt. Who shall say which is the better team? , 
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After but a few weeks’ regu- 
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lar use of Sanatogen, you will 
realise that you are, in very 
truth, on the road to Health. 


Take the first step now. 
And see how it will lead you, day by day, 
to better health—to stronger, calmer nerves 
—to greater efficiency and enjoyment of life. 


Test its effect on your Nerves, etc. 


As you continue taking Sanatogen, the signs of improve- 
ment— milestones on the road to health! —become un- 


mistakable, 


Appetite and digestion steadily improve. 
rest becomes the rule, instead of the exception. 
The flesh becomes firmer and of 


weight is recovered. 
healthier hue. 


Many Celebrities vouch for Sanatogen, including: 


Sir H. Hesketh Bell, K.C.M.G., 


who says: “For a man doing hard 
mental work in an enervating cli- 
mate there is, according to my ex- 
perience, no better invigorator than 
Sanatogen.”’ 


SM. MehedhJ[.e2L{, 


. SANATOGE 


The eyes are clearer and brighter, 


Fatigue and weakness grow less every day. 


A good night’s 
Lost 


You 


The Bishop of Southampton, 


who says; “It gives me pleasure to 
bear my testimony to the value of 
Sanatogen as an invigorating tonic 
and restorative. It is undoubtedly 
beneficial." 
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Try Sanatogen! 


N: THE Tonic Foop. 
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look and feel a new man—and you ar¢—not only physi- 
cally, but mentally, so subtle are the changes wrought by 
bodily health, 

A course of Sanatogen (of all Chemists, from 1s. 9d. a tin) 
works out at only sixpence per day, And wesupply the first 
few doses free. Send the coupon now 
—there’s no time like the present ! 


MUTT EO 

















Sir Thomas Pittar, K.C.B., C.M.G., 
who writes ; Sir Thomas Pittar de- 
rives constant benefit from Sanat- 
ogen. He commenced to use it by 
his doctor's advice as one of the 
hest remedies for sleeplessness." 
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In the Chancery Court at Manchester, on the Ist inst., before Vice- 
Chancellor Dudley Stewart-Smith, an action was brought by members 
of the National Union of Dock Labourers against the officials of the 
union to obtain a declaration that the defendants acted illegally in 
applying the funds of the union to the payment of Parliamentary and 
municipal expenses on vehalf of their secretary, Mr. James Sexton, and 
to the payment of the legal expenses of Mr. Sexton in an action foi 
libel which he brought against the Northern Publishing Company for 
issuing defamatory remarks made against him by Mr. James Larkin. 
The defence submitted that even if originally the payments were u/fra 
rires it was within the power of the majority of the members to sanction 
them at the congress of the union, and that that had been done Ulti- 
mately, however, the case was amicably settled, Mr. Sexton agreeing 
to repay £150 in six months. The Vice-Chancellor said a wise arrange- 
ment had been made, and he sanctioned it, 

Mr. Walter Emden, architect, died on Wednesday at a nursing-home 
in London. He had undergone an operation on Monday. Mr. Emden 
waa architect of many important theatres and hotels, among his works 
in London being the Garrick, the Court, the Duke of York’s, and 
Terry’s theatres, and the Tivoli Music-hall. He was associated with 
Mr. William Woodward in the building of the Piccadilly Hotel. He 
studied mechanical engineering with the firm of Maudsley, Son, & Field, 
and in architecture he was a pupil of Mr. Kelly, F.R.1.B.A., and Mr. 
C. Lawes, F.R.I.B.A. In 1898-9 he was president of the Society of 
Architects. Mr. Emden took an active part in local government affairs. 
In 1892 and in 1898 he was elected a member of the London County 
Council for the Strand Division, and in the latter year was also chair- 
man of the Strand District Board of Works. In 1900 he wae elected 
an Alderman for the City of Westminster, and served as Mayor in 
1903. In 1907, shortly after his retirement from practice, Mr. Emden 
became Mayor of Dover, a position which he held for three years in 
succession. 

In accordance with custom, the City Solicitor (Sir Homewood Craw 
ford) and the Secondary (Mr. William Hayes) attended, says the 
Times, before Sir Jul Macdonell, the King’s Remembrancer, at the 
Royal Courts of Justice on Thursday, the 6th ult., to render rent 
service on the part of the Corporation for certain property held from 
the Crown. Proclamation was made in these terms: ‘‘ Tenants and 
occupiers of a piece of waste ground called ‘The Moors’ in the county 
of Salop come forth and do your service.’’ The City Solicitor then 
cut one fagot with a hatchet and another with a billhook. The next 
proclamation was : ‘‘ Tenants and occupiers of a certain tenement called 
‘The Forge’ in the parish of St. Clements Danes, in the county of 
Middlesex, come forth and do your service.’’ Upon this the City 
Solicitor counted six horse-shoes and sixty-one nails, the King’s Re- 
membrancer saying ‘‘Good number.’’ ‘‘ The Forge,’ it is said, was 
pulled down by a mob during a riot in the reign of Richard II., and 
never restored. During the proceedings Sir John Macdonell said that 
the circumstances in which the ceremony originated were unknown. 
The only information which could be obtained arose from entries in 
the Rolls of the Exchequer. The ceremony had been observed for the 
last 700 years, and probably for a longer period. Some such ceremony 
had been performed annually before the Barons of the Exchequer and 
his predecessors as King’s Remembrancer. How it came about that 
the Corporation became seised of certain parcels of land in the county 
of Salop and how they passed out of their possession was not to be 
explained. The earliest entry on the subject was dated 1211. 








Way Pay Rent? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scorrisn Temperance Lire Assurance Co. (Limirep). Repay- 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. "Phone 6002 Bank.—Advt. , 








Herrinc, Son & Daw (estab. 1773), surveyors and valuers to 
several of the leading banks and insurance companies, beg to announce 
that they are making a speciality of valuations of every class of pro- 
perty under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. Valuation offices : 98, 
Cheapside, E.C., and 312, Brixton-hill, 8.W. Telephone: City 377; 
Streatham 130.—(Apvr.) 





The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 
ome r 10.—Meesrs, Troviore, at 2: House (see advertisement, back page, 

ov. 29). 

December 16.—-Messrs, Weatnerart. & Green, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground 
Rents (see advertisement back page, Nov. 29). 

December 17.—Messre. Dovetas Yourna & Co., at the Mart, at 2: 
Auction of Building Sites (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Result of Sale. 
Rever+ions, Life Policies, &c., 

Messrs. H. BE. Foerrr & Onanrreto heli their usnal Fortnightly Periodical Sale 
of these interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thursday last, when the 
following lota were sold, at the prices mentioned :~ 

ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS— 
To One-eighth of £58,465 . 





Lettirg by 


Bold £2,725 
£350 


To One-sixth of Leasehold Property. see ove ” 

To about £750 - oe ee ; ; - , ; £460 

To One-seventh of £67,000 £5,000 

To One-fifth of £14,424 .. £1,410 
£625 


To £120078,2d. .. ., 
POLICY OF ASSURANCE for £2,000 £655 





Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota oy Reorsteans tx ATTENDANCE OF 





Date Emrremyxcry Aprzat Covrnt Mr, Justice Mr. Justice 
. TA, 0.1, Joyon. Wanrnineron. 
Monday Dec. 8 Mr. Synge Mr. Goldschmidt Mr Church Mr Farmer 
Tuesday ..... 9 Caarch Borrer Farm3r Synge 
Wednesday ... 10 Farmer Leach Goldschmidt Bloxam | 
Thuraday...... 11 Bloxam Church Leach Goidscaniit 
Friday ... 12 Greswell Synge borrer Leach 
Saturday 13 Jolly Farmer Greswell Church 
D Mr, Justice Mr, Justice Mr, Justice Mr, Juatice 
ate. NEVILLE. Eva, SARGANT. AsTsurRY, 
Monday Dec, 8 Mr Jolly Mr Leach Mr Borrer Mr Bloxan 
Tuesday ..... 9 Greswell Goldschmidt Leach Jolly 
Wednesday 10 Borrer Cnarch Greswell Synge 
Thursday...... 11 Synge Greswell July Farmer 
Friday ......... lz Farmer Jolly Bloxan Charch ~ 
Saturday ....., 13 Bloxam Borrer Synge Goldschmidt 








Winding-up Notices. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED IN CHANOERY. 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, Nov 25. 

ARIFL PRAM WHEEL Works, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on Lefore Jan 7, to send thei 
names aud audresses, and tae particulars of their debts or claims, to John Samuel 
Hulton, Wicken Hall, Rochdale, siquidater. 

ARMENIA STEAM SHIP COMPANY Of WkeT HARTLEPOOL, LTD.—Creditors are required, on 
or before Jau 2u, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their d. bt; 
or claims, to Sir Frank Brown, tinkle st, stuckton un Lees, liqu.dator. 

BIRCHALL & CO., Ltp.—Creditors are required on or befuie Dec 8, to send the'r names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their deb.s or claims, 1o Charies Sandiand 
Holliday, 4, Greek st, Leeds, liquidator, 

THE CAMBRIAN LAND Uo, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 24, to send 
tLeir names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 1o William 
Jackson, 5, Couk st, Liverpool, liquidacvor. 

CHaPIn & Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 31, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. Ernest Harper 
Stringer, 28, Basingha!] st, liquidator. 

IRCHESTER BOO MANUFACTURERS, LTp.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 10, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to R. Halstead, Alliance chmbrs, Horsefair st, Leicester, liquidator. 

LONDON AND CHILIAN COMMERCIAL Co, L1Ip.—Creditors are required, on or before Fe 
16, to send their names and addresses, aud the particulais of their debts or claims 
to Mr Th mas Foster Knowles, 48, Moorgate st, liquidator. 

OBER-ROSBACH MINING Co, LTD. (IN LIQUIDATION ).—Creditors are required, on or before 
Jan 6, to send their names aud addresses, and the particulars of their claims, 
to Rodoiph I. Marsden and Edgard Albert Marie van Effenterre, 18, Kldon st, 
liquidators. 

SHEPHERDS, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or before 
Dec 11, to send their namesand add:esses, ani the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to C. Hewetson Nelson, 24, North John st, Liverpool, liquidator. 

St. JacoB’s ULL, Ltp. —Creditors are required, on or be:ore Dec 31, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Henry Vernon, 
80, Coleman st, liquidator. 


JOINT 8TOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurrep 1m Omamorey. 


London Gazette—FRIDAY, Nov. 23. 

BRIGHTON MANUFACTURING Co, LTo.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 24, to 
eend their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Jas, B, Wanaless, 13, Old Jewry chmbrs, liquidators. 

CRYSTAL POULTKY FARM, Ltv.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 19, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Heaury 
Crewdson Howard, 704, BKasinghall st, liquidator. 

MARSHALL Brookes & CHALKLEY, .TD.—Creditors are required, on or before Dac 27 
to sevd their vames and addcesses, and the particulars of their depts or claims, to 
Alfred Thorp, 7 aud 8, Great Winchester st, liquidator. 

Purtip ELLioctT, Ltp. (IN VoLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
before Vec 15, to senu in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts 
or claims, to George Frederick, Herbert Gardner, 2, Dariey st, Bradford, liquidator. . 

SEGMENT MOTOR Rim Co, LTD.—Credivors are required, on or before Dec 30, to send 
their names and addresses, ani the particulars,of their debts and claims, to C. 
Houghton Brown, 34, Victoria st, liquidator. 

WESSON’S BREWERY, LTb.—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 19, to send their 
names and addresses, and tne particulars 0: their debts or claims, to E. Peters, 7, 
Downiog st, Cambriuge, liquidator. 

WESTERN URFU MINES, Lib. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are require}, 
on or before Dec 15, to send their names and aduresses, aud the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Geoffrey Bostock, liquidator, 


JOINT STOCK COMPANTES. 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, Dec. 2. 

BALASORE SAILING SHIP Co, utv.—Crediturs are required, on or before Jan 5, to send 
their names and addr sses, and the particulars of tueir debts or claims, to Thomas 
Kome and Thomas Parry, Inner Temple, Dale st, Liverpo.l, liquidators. 

FERGUSONS CARRIAGE UO, LTv.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 5, to send their 
names and addresses, aud tne particulars of their debts or claims, to James Herbert 
Ha ey, 62, Market st, Bradford, liquidator. 

JieuTIL GOLD MINES OF ANANTAPUR, LTP,—Creditors are required,on or before Jan 31 
to send their names anu adresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Wiliam Le_nard Bayley, 6, Queen st pl, liquidator. 

JoHN Pik AND VO., LTD. —Creviwrs are required, on or before Dec 6, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of tneir debts or claims, to David Roberts 
18, Heathfield st, >wansea, siquidat r. 

MERCANTILE BANK OF Lonvon, LtD.—Creditors are required, on or befor Jan 31, to send 
their names and adufesses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to Sidney 
St. J. Sveadman, 4, Suffolk st, Pall Mali East, liquidator. 

OzonaIR, LTp.—Creditors afe required, on or before Dec 31, to send their names and 
addresses, and the p«riiculare of their debts or claims, to ihomas Sidney Wedere!), 
Balfour House, Finsbury rut liqu dator. 

THE QUEENFISHER FLOUR Co, LTD. - Creuiturs are required, on or before Jan 1, tv 
a-nd their names auc addresses, and the particulars of the:r debts or claims, to Mr. 
Montague H. Moody, 6, Grocers Hali ct, Poultry, liquidator. 

SANDERS, SON & PAYNE, LTD.—Credivors are required, on or before Dec 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George J. 
Bowker, Queen's College, Paradise st, Birmingham, liquidator. 
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WELLS AND SUTTON, LTD (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or 
before Jan 13, to send in their names and addres es, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Edgar Haroid Barnett Butler, 4, Foregate st, Worcester, 
liquidator. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

ASHTON AND DISTRICT MODEL BUILDING SociETY.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Jan 10, to send their na nes and aldresses, and the part.culars of their debts «r 
claims, to Edwiu France, 5 College chmbrs, Library st, Wig in, trustee. 

GrirFitd « Co, LEE GRKEN, KENT.—Creuitors are required, on or before Dec 27, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts ur claims, cither 
to Taomas E, Goodyear, 99, Cheapside, or Henry J. Burgess, 14, St Mary axe, j iat 
liquidators. 

—. — 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 28. 


TAUNTON ATHLETIC UNION, LTD. 

W. CUNLIFFE & Sons, LTD. 

WARREN BEATTIE & Co, LTD. 

DICKASON, LAWRY & Co, LTD. 

PROPERTY INSURANCE CO, LTD. 

QUEENBOROUGH DoG, GAME, AND POULTRY Foop Co, Ltp. 

Wa. WADSWORTH & Co, LTD 

ANGLO-TRANSVAAL DEVELOPMENT Co, LTD. 

RIVERSIDE ESTATES, LTD. 

R M. B. PNEUMsT.C SECTIONAL TYRE Co, LTD. 

WORLD'S WORK, LTD. 

MaTrHEW Harvey & Co, Lrp. 

$0. TH-EAST AFR.CA (1910), LTD. 

MODEL LAUNDRY (WIGAN), Ltp 

MANCHESTER AERODROME, LTD. 

WADA SYNDICATE, LTD. 

J. H. BaRNETT, LTD. 

WEASTE BAND, LTD. 

INTERNATIONAL CHANNELLING MACHINES, LTD. 
London Gazette—TUESDAZ, Dec 2. 

SaFety Lieut, LTD. 

APPARIEL MAGNETIQUE, LTD. 

MANCHESTER UVYERS, LTD. 

ARIISTIC OIL PAINTINGS, LTD. 

BURFIELD & PENNELLS, LTD. 

MODELS, LTD. 

P. J. BuRGKSS & Co, LTD. 

WHITE Bros (CARDIFF), LTD. 

W. W. CHURCHILL & Co, LrD. 

MERCAN(LILE BANK OF LONDON, LTD. 

RIVERDALE STEAMSHIP Co, LTb. 

BORDER UNION STEAMSHIP Co, LTD. 

JIBUTIL GOLD MINEs OF ANANTAPUR, Lrp. 

BALASORE SAILING Sup Co, Lp. 

MYALLS AND PEAK HILL GOLD MINEs, LTD, 

CALFORD CLIFFS, LTD. 

VILLA NOVA RUBBER ESTATES AND TRADING Co, Lip. 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Ciarm, 
London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 21. 


AFFLECK, WILLIAM, Swindon, Wilts, Engineer Dec 27 Townsend & Co, Swindon 

APPLETON, ANN, York Dec 31 Maughan, Middleham 

BEADON, CAROLINE A COUKT, Warminster, Wilts Jan 5 Press & Press, Bristol 

BENNETT, HENRY Lillierd, Fulham Dec 22 Bryant, John st, Bedford row 

BISHOP, EDWARD, Tenterden, Kent, Farmer Dec 22 Mace & Sons, Tent _rden 

BLACKBURN, ELIZABETH, leeis Dec 6 Simpson & Co, Leeds 

BRADLEY, , Great Harwood, Lancs, Weaver Dec 2) Haworth, Great Har- 
wvuot 

BRADLEY, THOMAS, Carperby, nr Aysgarth, Yorks Dec 31 Arnold & Co, Kendal 

}RAZIER, ALICE, Surbiton, Surrey Decl) Le Voi & Co, Bishopsgate 

BRENTNALL, UENKY, Gedling, Nottingham Decly Hooton, Nuttinvhim 

BRIGGS, RILEY, Hemingborough, Yo.ks Dec 31 Parke: & Parkcr, Selby 

butt, JOHANNA, Newport, won Dec 18 Puntan, Swansea 

CARYL, MARIA HOLMES, Exeter Jan 7 Pring, Exetr 

CHAMBERS, HANNAH, broughton in Furness, Lancs Dec 31 Cfark & Sons, Broughton 
in Furness 

CHEATLE, SAMUEL HENRY, Maiistone Dec 31 Truefitt & Franc’s, Bedford row 

CHILD, ELLEN MARIA, Cheyne waik, Chelsea Dec 22 Child & Child, Sloane st 

CLEWS, FREDERICK, krdington, Warwick, Brass Founder Dec 31 Reynolds & James, 
Birmingham 

DAVIES, ELIZABETH HANNAH, Crouch Hill Dec 20 Lovell & White, Thavies Inn 
Hoibern circus , 

DAVIES, R CHAKD JOHN, Crouch Hill Dec 20 Lovell & White, Thavies inn, Holborn 
circus 

Day, sOHN, Astbury, Chester Dec 20 Pimblott, Macclesfield 

DAYRELL, Rev FRANCIS ROBERT, Rhydyfetin Cardigan ec 24 Peele & Co, Shrewsbury 

DICKENSUN, WILLIAM, Stroud Dec 14 Little & Whittingham, Stroud . 

DIXON, CALEB STANSFIELD, Birstwith, Yorks Dec 3i Vint & Co, Bradford 

DOWRICK, JAMES, tuiquay Dec 23 Brooks, Old Cavendish st 

EDGE, AvN, Burscough, Lancs Jan2 Kennedy & Glover, Orm-kirk 

EDWARDS, CAROLINE, Cambridge Wec 17 Symonds, Cambridge 

Erps, LUCILLA, Cnipping Norvon, Oxford Dec 31 Wilkins & Toy, Chipping Norton 

FELL. ELIZaBeTH, Knells, nr Cariisle Dec 31 Gibbons & Co, Liver,o | 

FosteéR, EmILy ANN, Upper Sydenham, Surrey Dec 19 Wausey & Co, Moorgate st 

FULLER, Hunky KOBERL, Bath Janl Titley, Ba h 

Gatk, THoMas, Newburn, Northumberland, Engineman Dec 19 Richardson & Elder. 
Newcastle upou Lyne 

HAINES, ANN, Swindon Dec 22 Rickerby & Co, Cheltenham 

NANOOCK, SIDNEY, Saskatchewan, Cavada, Farmer Jan 10 Hepburn & Co, Bird in 
Hand ct, Cheapside 

HAWKINS, FLORENCE MaRY, Amherst rd, Ealing Dec 17 Fielding, C interbury 

HIND, ELIZABETH, Claugh.on, Birkenhead Dec 10 Hind, Newcasile, Staffs 

HOBSON, +-L1ZA, Bridlington Des z2 Stuart, ull 

—— Gnones BARNETT, bridlivgtov, Glass and China Merchant Dec 22 Stuart, 

u 





HULBERT, SUSANNA MaRY, Bracknell, Berks Jan6 Robins & Co, Lincvln’sTon fields 
HUMFRAYS, ANN, Kuebworth, Herts Dec 31 Torr & Co, Bedford row 

JENNINGS, MAR: HA, Barnard Castle, Durbam Dec 27 Heslop & York, Barnard Castic 
JONES, JOSEPH PHILIP, Merthyr Tyufil, Draper vee 31 James & Co, Merthyr Tydfil 
JONES, MARGARET, Hulme, Manchester Dec 27 Hilditch, Manchester 

JONES, THOMAS, Hulme, Manchester Dec 27 Hilditch, Manchester 
KEELING, GEORGE WILLIAM, Cheltenham Dec 27 Stone & Co, Bath 


KERSLAKF, SARAH ANN, Birmingham, Refreshment House Keeper Nov 26 Nichols, 
Birmingham 

LEWIS, ELLEN, Sh: pton Mallet, Somerset Dec13 Mackay & Son, Shepton Mallet 

MARRIOTT, }AMeS, Coventry Dee 30 Kirby & Sons, Coventry 

MASON, R:OHARD, Hemsworth, Yorks, Joiner Dec 2 Schoiefield & Sc holefield, Hema- 
worth, pr Waketield 

Moore, ELIZABETH CHARLOTTE, Tunbridge Wells Dec 20 Lee & Pembertons, Lincoln's 
ina flelds 

PADGE'T, ALFRED CIIARLES, Northwich, Chester Dec 23 Inatt-Cook & Son, North- 
wich 

Peter, AINE JEAN Baptiste, Cricklewood, Middix Dec 30 Edwards & Co, Sack- 
vilie st 

PINKERTON, JEsstv, Alleburgh, Suffolk Jan1 Parker & Co, King William st 

Pork, EL:ZaBETH, Hungerford, Berks Dec1s8 Phelps, Ramsbury, Wilts 

PRICK, AMBROSE NicHOLAS, Diddlebury, Salop, Farmer Dec 19 Weyman «& Co, 
Ludiow 

REEVE, HENRY, Walzrave, Northampton Dec 24 Darnell & Price, Northampton 

RiDGWAY, EDWARD, Droylsden, Lancs Pec 15 Chorlton & Gallaway, Manchester 

ROSE, MAR\ JANE SEATON, Ashton in Makerfield, Lanca Dec 13 Taylor & Co, Wigan 

ROWLEY, JASPER, New Farnet, Herts Dec 18 Bolton & Co, Temple gdns, Temp'e 

SCHLATTER, ANNINKA, Weston, nr Bath Jan1l Titley, Bath 

S&ABY, JESSIE, Commerciat rd, Lambetn Dec 21 Kirby & Co, The Sanctuary, West- 
minster 

SHAW, JosKPH, Walsall, Glass and Lead Merchant Dee 18 Dale & Co, Birmingham 

SHERWIN, Lovuisa, Tottenham Dec 31 Scott & Co, New Broad st 

SOUTHWELL, MARTHA, Bradford Dec 31 Vint & Co, Bradford 

SpPILsBY, WILLIAM, Handsworth Dec 6 Duggan & Elton, Birmingham 

STEVENSON, ZARA VERONCE, Liverpool Dec 18 Rutherfords, Liverpool 

STONES, JAMES WILLIAM, Denton, Manchester Dec 31 Grover & Co, Manchester 

SWINDELL, THOMAS SPARKES, Streatham hill, Surrey Dec 31 Scott & Co, New 
Broad st 

TAYLOR, CHARLES HENRY WeEsTGARTH, Bury St Edmunds, Licensed Victualler Dec 19 
Woolnonga & Co, Bary 8t Edmunds 

WELLER, CHARLES JosePH, Ashurst, Sussex Dec 20 Peskett, Brighton 

WHITE, SARAH MARY, Calne, Wilts Dec 23 Spackman, Calne 

WILLIAMS, Capt EDWARD WILMOT, Dorchester Dec 25 tiunter & Haynes, New sq 

WooD, MARY, Canterbury Dec 24 Mercer & Baker, Canterbury 

WRATISLAW, WILLIAM FERDINAND, Rugby Dec 31 Williams, Leicester 

tuondon Gazette,—Turspay, Nov. 25. 

BAWDON, RICHARD JAMES, Westonzoyland, Somerset, Farmer Dec 10 Barham &«& 
Watton, bridgwater 

BEAUMONT, ELLEN MARY (NELLIE), Nottingham Dec 31 Barlow & Son, Nottingham 

BLACKMORE, JAMES, Llanelly Dec 23 Williams, Llanelly 

BOURNE, JAMES SAMUEL, Astley Court, nr Coventry Dec 81 Belfield, Kensington sq 





man 

BROWN, RICHARD BARNES, Swanley junc, Kent Dec 27 Hird & Thatcher, Adam st, 
Strand 

BURKETT, JAMES, South Shields Dec 21 Livingston, Jarrow 

CAVE, Admiral JOHN HALLIDAY CB, Palace Gte, Kensington Dee 31 Belfield, Ken- 

gton sq man 

CHARLES, ELIJAH, Great Grimsby Jan 3 Mason, Great Grim:by 

CopLkY. CHARL#S DAVID, Rhyl, Flint, Licensed Victualler Dec 22 Pierce Lewis, Rhyl 

DAVis, HENRY, Surbit.n, Surrey Jan 7 Singlet n, Essex st, Strand 

FLEMONS, WILLIAM FREDERICK, Southend on Sea Dec 31 Tolhursts & Cozens, 
Southend 

FRY. JOSEPH STORRS, Bristol, C iocolate Manufacturer Jan 7 Abbot & Co, Bristol 

GARLAND, Daviv, Hanworth, Middlx Dec 24 Wood, Finsbury sq 

HANKEY, CHARLOTTE HENKIETCA ALERS, Torquay Janlu Druces & Attlee, Billiter sq 

HARRIS, EMILY MARGARET, North hill, Highgate Dec 2) Hubbard & Co, Cannon st 

HEWITT, GwORGE COLTHURST, Coalpit Heath, Gloucester Jan 7 Abbot & Co, 
Bristol 

Hcas, JoHN, South Wigston, Leicester Decl Bray & Bray, Leicester 

HUNT, HARRIETT, Shere, Surrey Dee'31 Brabant, Gary’s Inn sq 

HUTCHINSON, CHARLOTTE, Hereford Dec 28 Regge & Ackroyd, Finsbury cir 

LANCASTER, SEALBY, Maryport, Cumberland, Greengrocer Dec20 Crerar, Mary- 
port 

LEES, PAUL, Palmers Gren Jan 10 Butler, Mark In 

LirseTT, HENRY CALDWELL, Wickford, Essex, Journalist Feb 3 Vandercom « -Co, 
Bush In 

LUCAS, KICHARD, Ramsbury, Wilts Jan6 McKenna & Co, Basinghall st 

MASPERO, ANGELO, Peabody bldgs, Farringdon 1d Dec 13 Watson & Booth, Man- 
chester 

MAUNDER, SAMUEL, Stoke, Devonport Dec 25 Serpell, Plymouth 

May, EtizaBpeTu, Newcastle upon Tyne Dec 10 Dickinson & C», Newcastle upon 
Tyne 

METCALF, LEONARD, Blackpool Déc 5 Ferguson, Blackburn 

MILLER, JESSIE. C.vendish sq Dec 25 Roney & Co, New Broad st 

PARSONS, WI LiAM Beckenham, Kent,Cnemist Dec 31 Martin & Nicholson, Queen st 

POWELL, GEORGE JOHN, Handsworth, Birmingham Dec 31 Rankin & Miller, West 
Bromwich 

RAWLINGS, EDWARD, Atkinsrd, Clapham Park Jan L Doyle & Co, Bedford row 

RIspON, JOHN, Stourbridge Dec22 Harwards & Evers, Stourbridge 

ROLFE, THOMAS, Lincoln, Licensed Victualler Dec 31 + adley, Lincoln 

RUSSELL, ELLEN KLIZA, Surbiton, Surrey Dec 31 “Howard & Shelton, Lincoln House, 
Fore st 

SHORT, EMMA, Cheltenham Jan 1 Billings, Cheltenham 

SPOONER, FRANK BOULTON, Finchley, Stockbroker Jan 20 Price & Sots, Worcester 
House, Walbrook 

SYKES, ANN, Preston Dec 27 Clarke & Son, Preston 

WOODHOUSE, MATILDA ELIZABETH JULIA, Dartmouth rd, Cricklewood Dee 24 
Wood, Finsbury sq 

YZELMAN, LAWRENCE REYNOLD, Selangor, Federated Malay States Dec 20 Lough- 
borough & Co, Austin friars e 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 23 

ALABONE, EDWIN WILLIAM, Higabury quadrant Jan 1 Church & Co, Lincoln's inn 
flelds 

i EBENEZER WENHAM, Oxford, Surgeon Dec 31 Galpin, Oxford 

Anats, Itomas, Ystradgynlais, Brecon Dec 31 Evans, Swansea 

BRANDRKETH, COLVIN, Weybridge Dec 31 Peirs & Co, Albemarle st 

CALTHROP, F« ANCES, Gosberton, Lincoln Dec 24 Bl, ton, Spalding 

CARTER, ROBERT, Turret grove, Clapham Jan 15 Champion & Henderson, Ser- 
jeant’s inn 

COLLINS, EDWARD, Uxbridge 1d, Ealing Dec 31 Collios & Co, Edgware ri 

COPELAND, (HARLES, Tunstall, Staffs, Potter Dec 22 Hollinshead, Tunstall 

CROWTHER, WILLIAM, Lambetii rd, Southwark, Stoker Janl10 Weatherhead & Knowles, 
Bradford 

PuBouRG, Kev AUGUSTIN JULES, Bahai, Brazil,‘S America Jan 2 Richardson & Co, 
Liverpool ‘ 

I LEINGTON GuoRGs MEREDITH, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Electro Plate Manufacturer 
Jan14 Docker & Co, Birmingham 

ENGLAND, ALFKED, Birstall, Y: rks, Dec 3 Middlebrook, Birstall 

FAIKBURN, CHARLES, N rthallerton, Butcher Dec 81 Gardner, Northallerton 

FENNER, FRANCES, ELLEN Ashchurch Park villas, Shepherds Bush Feb 16 Roger & 
Co, Giesham st 

ForTESCUE, Hon LILLA GERTRUDE ELLEN, Burley, Ringwood, Hants Dec 27 Routh 
& Co, Southampton st, Bloomsbury 

FoRWOOD, THOMAS BRITAIN, Farnborough Dec 24 Bolton & Co, Great Tower st 















FRITH, ALFRED, Cleckheaton, Yorks Decl10 Clough & Hindley, Bradford 
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FuLier, Eviz4, Carlyle rd, South Ealing Dec 31 
ket st 

GLOVER, Mary ANS, Chiswick Jan 14 

GiUDPREY, CAROLINE MARY, Worcester Jan 10 


GREENWAY, JAMES, Southport, Stationer Dec 31 


LIND, FREDERICK ERN&ST,, Roek Ferry, Cheater, Master Stevedure 


Liverpool 
HODGSON, CHRISTOPHER ADDISON, Withington Manchester 


HOLDEN, ARTHUR, Letchworth, Herts, Varnish Manufacturer 


Bir aingham 
LIUNT, MARGARKT, Campden hill, Kensington 
chmbra, dolbora via iuct 
JANES, FREDERICK, Terrapin rd, Balham Jan 2 
JOUNSON, ROBERT, Whitley Bay, Northumberl ind 
upou Tyne 
Jonks, ELEANOR EmMA, Tunbridge Wells 
KIRTLAND, JOHN, Wadhurst, Sussex, Fa:mer Dec 19 
LAYBOURNE, CHARLOTTE, Malpas, Mon Der 13 
MAKSDEN, RoBERT, Didsbury, Manchester Dec 30 
MILLS, SARA, Sutton Courtney, Rercs Jan 9 


Dee 31 


Dec 


Dec 29 


Moca, JOHN, Norbury,Su:irey Dc 4) 
Moons, HARRIET, Tunstail, staffs Dec 8 Adams, Tunstall 
NEWBOLD, JAMES GEORGE, Pentonville rd Jan 1 Jones, Spital sq 


PICKERING, JOHN ROBERT, Criffel av, Streatham Jan1 
READMAN, CHARLOTTE, Dunstable, Beds De: 76 
KIMALL, EM LY, sishampton, Worcester Jan 1 


KopsoN, JOHN, Borrowby, ur Thirsk, Farmer Dec 31 


Woodbridge & Sons, Serjeants inn 


Rawlinson & Son, New Broad st 
Hobbs, Worcester 
Buc« & Co, Southport 


Humphreys & Son, Giltspur | 


Wells & Sons, Paternoster row 
24 
Greenip & Co, Tunbridge Wells 
Buss & Levett, Tunbridge Wells | 
Lay bourne, Newport, 
Makinson & Co, Manchester 
Hazel & Baines, Ux ‘ord 

Lurner & Son, Great Alie st, Whitechapel 


Ciarkson, Gresham st 
Gowing, Finsbury pymt 
Byrch & Co, Evesham 
Gardner, Northallerton 


noster row 


Jarvard C wtle 
Dec 29 Hill & Co, | - 


Dec 31 
Jan 15 


Cooper, Manchester | 
Coley & Cvley, 


Bisiio)sgate 


eC 


Ryott & Swan, Newcastle 


Mon | Great Yarmouth 





BLACKWOOD, Lady ALICIA, Bovingdon, Herts 
ROCK, LYDIA, Hanley, staffs 
SROCK, WILLIAM, Huntley, Staffs 
| BRYANT, EmMA, Graham rd, Wimbiedon 
| BUTT, FREDERICK WILLIAM HAYWARD, Salcumbe, Devon Jan 14 


Cooper, CHARLOTTE CAROLINE, Norwood, Surrey Jan 


COOPER, FREDERIC, Norwood, Surrey 
DEFRIES, ELIZABETH, Leinster sy, Hyde Park 
DIxoNn, WILLIAM, Ricca], Yorks, Farmer Dec 8 
DvUucKET, Rev EDWARD ARMSTRONG, Shepton Mallet, Somerset 


EVANS, HENRY, Purton, Wilts, Platelayer 
FRENCH, ANN, Chepstow, Mon 
HOLLOWAY, ‘1HOMAS, Wimbledon, Builder Dec 29 ‘layior & Co, Bedford row 
HoLMs#, Faancts UsHer, Liverpool, Architect Jan 3 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, Dec. 2. ; 
BAKER, CAMILLE HORACE, Cranwick rd, Stamford sill Dec 30 Pumfrey & Son, Pater- 


BAMLETT, ADAM CARLISLE, Thirsk, Yorks, Agricultural Enzineer Jan 2 Heslop & York, 


ICKLEY. THOMAS, Barlaston, Staffs,JP Jan14 Paddock & Sons, Hanley 


Dec 2z May & Co, Lincoln's Inn fi Ids 
Huntbach, Hanley 
Huntvach, Hanley 
Jan 4 Hobbs & Young, Brighton 
Maxwell & Dampney, 


Dee 22 
Dec 22 


12 Hall & Son, West Smith- 
Jan 13 Hall & Son, West Smithfield — 

Janu 3 Lewis, South sq, Gray's inn 
Bailey & Haigh, Selby 
Dec 31 =Burton & Son, 
Jan17 Morrison & Masters, Swindon 

Janz Morgan & Co, Chepstow 


Peacock & Co, Liverpool 


HiorsLey, ANN, New Washington, Durham, Grocer Jan 6 Smirk, Newcastle upon Tyne 


upon Tyne 


c ester 


ct, Vid Broad st 


HupSsuN, ELIZABETH, Newcastle upon Lyne 
JACK, ERNEST, Bahia, Brazil, Chartered Accountant 


KEMSLEY, ALFRED EDWARD, Chigwell, Essex, Merchanr 


Dec 31 Wilkinson & Marsal], Newcastle 


Dec 30 Boote & Dutton, Man- 


Jan 1 Stacpoole & Co, Union 


27 Houstoun, His Majesty's 


eee mm h-- 12 JOHN, Hempstead rd, Walthamstow Jan 1 Harris & Co, | KENNEDY, Ros ANN, Withingron, ur Manchester Jan 
=? 4 . y of Lancaster Offic 
SAVAGE, Many, Eastbourne Dec 31 Marsh, Eastbourne 4. Geen 


SHakpP, JOHN, Cheltenham, Licensed Viciualler Dee 31 

Simpson, DAVID, Talbot rd, Higngate Uec 22 

SPENCAR, JuHN GRENVILLE, Radway, Warwick, Farmer 
tun on Stour 

STEWARD, PHILIP, Blofield, Norfolk Dec 15 

STEWART, WILLIAM, Wallasey, Chester Dec 31 

SUMMERSIDE, ELIZABETH, Newburn, Northumberland 
Newcastle upon ‘lyne 

SUTTON, CATHERINE Maky, Roby, or Liverpool 

Top, HARRIET, Woolton, Lancs Dec 25 

VorLe, MARIA LovIsa, Cheltenham Jan 15 


Dec 31 


Hogan & Hughes, Arthur st, London Bridge 
WIL oN, EMMA, Reading Dee 24 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Nov. 21. 
FIRST MEETINGS. 

YARD St JOHN, Kingston on 

Dec lat 11.30 132, 


CLARE, L&o Thames, Motor 
Engineer 
sriuge rd 

CLEMEN1S, WILLIAM, Broadstairs, Kent, Contractor 
lat1230 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

DAVIgS, ISABELLA, Newtown, Montgomery Dec 11 at 11 
1, High st, Newtown 


De 


DowSseEetTT, WILLIAM, Brentwood, Essex, Farmer Dec 1 at 
12 14, Bedford row 
EDDOLLS, ROBERT, Llantwit Major, Labourer Nov 20 at 


ll 

EVANS, RICHARD, 
Nov zw at ll 
Mon 

FIELDS, ALFRED WALTER, Darlington, Dairyman 
345 Off Rec,3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

GRIFFIN, WILLIAM JOHN, Cropley st, Hoxton, Baker 
1 at11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

HEWITT, JOHN ALBERT, Bowdon, Cheshire, Grocer 
at3 Off Rec, byrom st, Manchester 

HUMPHREYS, ELL CHAKLES, Pontygwaith, Glam, Colliery 
Rider Dec Latil.l5 Off Rec, St.-Catherine’s Caam- 
bers, Cathorine st, Pontypridd 7 

Jones, WILLIAM, Pembroke D ck, Tailor 
Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 


Off Rec, 117, 8t Mary st, Cardilf 

Rhymney, Mon, Colliery Repairer 
Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 
Dec 3 at 
Dex 


Dec 1 


Nov 29 at 11.30 


Lewis, Hyman, Shetfield, General Merchant Dec 3 at 1 
Ot Rec, Figtree ln, Shetfleld 
LINSELL, J. Hornsey Rise, Builder Declatl Bankruptrc) 


blugs, Carey st 


MERCHANT, FREDERICK JAMES, Amesbury, Wilts, Coal 


Preston & Son, Norwich 

Jones & Co, Liverpool 
Dex 

Cleaver & Co, Liverpool 

Weightman & Co, Liverpool 

Billings, Cheltenham 

WEISMANN, CHAKLES JENKS, Stapleton Hall rd, Stroud Green, Wharf Manager 


Kerly & Co, Austin Friars 


York rd, Westminster ; 


JONES, WILLIAM DANIEL, Moria Nevin, Carnarvon | ‘ 
Grocer Portmaioc Pet Nov19 Ord Nov 19 

PRODHAM, Herpert, Kiley, nr Yorks Scarborough Pet 
Nov 17 Ord Nov 17 

Scotr, WILLIAM Caro, Enfleld Lock, Middlx, Chemist 
Edmonton Pet Oct 2 Ord Nov 17 

STOKER, WILLIAM, Burnvam, Somerset Taunton Pet | 
Nov 19 urd nov 19 

| WHALE, Jon, Mountain Ash, Glam, Collier Aberdare Pet 


Merchant Dee 2 at 1 Od Kee, City chmbrs, Cath 
erine et, Salisbury 

PERRINS, FREDERICK SHELDON, Margate, Dairyman Dex 
lat 1115 Ot Kec, 6S8A, Cast!e st, Canterbury | 

PRATT, HERBERT SYDNEY, Dover, Builder Dec 1 at 2.30 
Off Rec, 68A, Castle st, Canterbury 

PRODHAM, Hensent. Filey, Yorks Dec 2 at 4.50 Ol! 
Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 

STAPLEY, FREDERICK WALKEK, Peterborough, Builder 
Dee Sat 11.40 Law Courts, Peterborough 

THOMAS, JoskrH HeNkyY, Newport, Mon, Cheese Factor 
Nov 29 at 11.30 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, New- 


port, Mon 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


ATKINSON, ALFRED J AMES, Great Grimsby 
Pet Nov 18 Ord Nov 18 

Bower, Frep C, Aruodel st, Strand, Accountant 
Court Pet Aug 26 Ord Nov 17 

BULTEAUX, LOUIS GEORGE AIMB, Mincing In, 
High Court Pet Mar iS Ord Nov 17 

CLARE, . EONARD ST JOHN, Kingston on Thames, Motor 
Engincer Kingston, Surrey Pet Sept 23 Ord Nov 17 

FocLesTos, FREDERICK WALTER, §leator Moor, Cumber- 
land, tiatter Whitehaven Pet Nov ls Od Nov 18 

GRIFFIN, WILLIAM JOHN, Cropley st, Hoxton, Baker 
High Court Pet Noviv Ord Nov 19 

HAZELL, JOHN EvWARD, Woodham rerris, Essex, General 
Stores Dealer Coeimsford Pet Nov 17 Urd Nov 17 


Great Grims>y 
High 


Merchants 


», Gresham house 

jL Hancock & Co, Ships- 
Truro 

PocHIN, JOHN, Leicester 

24 Richardson & Elder, 

THOMPSON, 
Norwich 





. | MALTBY, THOMAS, 2r Norwood Jan 7 
Coates, Birmingham | MALTBY, THOMAS, U ppe 0 Jan 7 
Clements & ( 
Dec 


Mak TON, JOHN, Knowle, Warwick Jan 16 
NEWTON, WILLIAM, JP, Blackburn, Fellmonger Jan 5 
PENROSE, WILLIAM ERNEST, Cullompton, Devon, Solicitors Clerk Dec 
Dec 25 
TELLWRIGHT, MARIAN, Leamington, Warwick Jan 14 
TETT, HENRY SEYMOUR, Osprioge, Kent Jan 6 
THOMAS, MARY ANN, Newport, Mon 
EDWARD CHARLES, Great Yarmouth, Iroumonger 


TOMKINS, Key WILLIAM SMITA, Clifton, Bristol 
Dec 31 | UNDERWOOD, HANNAH Maris, Rugby Feb 2s Chesterman & Sons, Bath 


Martin & Nicholson, Queen st 
Lane & Co, Birm ugham 

Crossley & Schofield, Blackburn 
27 Kerby, 
Hard ng & Barnett, Leicester y 
Paddock & Sons, Hanley 
Tassell & Son, Faversham 
Jan3 Evans, Newport 

Dec 31 Tillett & Co, 


Dec 30 Stanley & Co, Bristol 


| WHITAKER, Mary ANN, Blackheath Jan 4 Linklater & Co, Bond ct, Walbrook 


JINKS, WILLIAM, 


Chadderton, Lancs, 
Oldham 


Pet Nov ts Ord Nov 18 


General Carrie 


Nov 19 Ord Nov 19 

WHITE, HIRAM, Beeston, Notts, Lave Manufacturer 
Nottingham Pet Nov 19 Ord Nov 19 

WHITTAKER, ELI, Hazelwell, Birmingham, Builder 
Birmingham Pet Nov 3 Ord Nov 18 

WILLIAMS, JAMES PHILIP, Neath, Grocer Neath and 


Aberavon Pet Nov 17 Ord Nov 17 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Oct 14: 


LYON, ARTHUR HovsToN HAMILTON, Capel House, New 

Broad st fligh Court Pet Aug 28 Ord Oct 11 
London Gazette—TuEsDAY,| Nov 25. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

ADCucK, EDWARD PERcyY, Thurmaston.’ Leicester, Cattle 
Dealer Leicester Pet Oct 27 Ord Nov 

BARNARD, WILLIAM, Marlborough, Wilts, 
Swindon Pet Nov 2v Ord Nov 20 

BOMFORD, LETITIA SARAH, Osford Oxford 
Ord Nov 

BRAY, HERBERT, Manville rd, Upper 
worth Pet Oct 28 Ord Nov 2 

BREACH, HERBERT RoBERT, FREDERICK WILLIAM 
SPENDLER and EDWIN Ricdanp Breacn, Lowestoft, 


2i 

I ishmonzer 
Pet Nov 12 
22 


Tooting Wands- 





Fishing Buat Owners Great Yarmouth Pet Noy ¢ 
Ord Nov 21 

CAWTHORN, EMILIA ALICE, Great Grimsby, Fancy Work 
Dealer Great Grimsoy Pet Nov 19 Ord Nov 19 





CHADWIcK, JOHN WILLIAM PRATT, Birmingham, Tobacco | 


Dealer Birmingham Pet Nov 12 Ord Nov 20 

/OMBE, HAROLD ORLOFF, Pembridge sq, Bayswater, Motor 
Engineer High Court Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 21 

DORMER, HENRY, Bexhtoll, Dental Surgeon Hastin.s 
Nov 21 Ord Nov v1 

DUNCAN, WILLIAM BUNTER, Clapton common, Physician 
High Court Pet Oct 24 Ord Nov 21 

EARLE, VASHTI, Portland ct, Great Portland st 
Court Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 

EVANS, WILLIAM, Cyrus st, Goswell rd, Timber Merchant 
High Court Pet Uct 23 Ord Nov 21 

FIDDES, JOSEPH BERNARD, Manchester, Commercial Clerk 
Manchester Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 21 

FORREST, WILLIAM EpWARD, Sheffield, 
iraveller Sheffield Pet Nov 20 

FORRESTER, ALBERT, South Sioekport, Cheshire, 
Tobacconist Stockport Pet Nov 2u Ord Noy 29. 

GRIFFIN, ARTHUR WiLLIAM, Bourneheath, pr Broms 
grove, Livensed Vicwualler Worcester Pet Nov 19 
Ord Nov 2) 

HALLS, CHRISTOPHER WALTER, Finchley, Builder Barnet 
Pet Oct 18 Ord Nov 20 

Hay, Rev ALLEN, South Mims, Middlx 

Ord July 24 


Pet 


High 


Commercia! 
Ord Nov 0 


Barnet Fet June 


” 
ra 


HILL, CHARLES TREVENEN ARTHUR, Penzance, Grocer | HIBBERD, JOAN CHARLES, Woodthorpe, Notts, Ware- 


Tru.o Pet Nov17 Ord Nov17 
HUMPHREYS, ELI Cu ARLES, ay 


Rider Pontypridd Pet Novi? Ord Nov 17 


waith, Glam, Colliery | 


{ 


houseman Nottingham Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 
HOWARD, WALTER, Norwich, Fishmooger Norwich 
Nov 22 Urd Nov 22 


Pet 


| DUNCAN, WILLIAM HUNTER, Claptoa com, Physician 


| WoopraLl, Exjza, bishop's Storiford Herts Dec 15 Gee & Sons, 3isaop’s Stortford 


Ilowrs, Joun, Caister on Sea, Norfolk, Farmer Great 
Yarmouth Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 

JONES, JOSEPH, Cutler st, Houndsditch, Box Manufacturer 
Hizh Court Pet Oct 28 Ord Nov 21 

PEACOCK, NUGENT P, Duke st, St James’s High Court 
Oct 28 Ord Nov 19 

PoWeLL, Henry, Little Malvern, Worcester 
Worcester Pet ov2l Ord Nov 21 


Pet 


Farmer. 


RORERTSON, SHANKLAND & Co, Leadevhall st, Ship- 
broxers High Court Pet Sept 25 Ord Nov 2v 
SALTER, WILLIAM ALBERT, Torquay, Iroumonger Exeter 


Pe. Nov 21 0.d Nov 21 

Suiru, Joun Ciaries, Arbuthnot rd, New Cross, Leather 
Merchant High Court Pet Oct 23 Ord Nov 21 

STEPHENS, GEORGE HeNnRky, Clevedon, Somerset, Tailor 
Bristol Pet Nov17 Ora Nov 21 

TAPPER, WILLIAM, Teignmouth, Cabinet Maker Exeter 
Pet Nov 21 Ord Novy 21 

VAUGHAN, RosA LovIsA, Pembroke Pembroke Dock Pet 
Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 

WHITE, JOHN EsMONDE, Worcester Park, Surrey Boarding 
House Proprietor Croydon Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 2 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED AND 
PETITION DISMISSED, 
FRASER, MARIE, Frognal ln, Hampstead HighCourt Rec 
Pet May 20 urd June20 Rec @ Dis Nov 13 
YIRST M&ELINGs, 


ApcocK, EpWARD Percy, Thurmaston, Leicester, Cattle 
Dealer Dec3at 3 Uif Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

ATKINSON, ALFRED JAMES, Great Grimsby Dec 3 at 11 
Otf Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

BARKWAY, RicHaRp, St David's, Pembroke, Licensed 
Victualler Dec 3 at 12.3) Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Car- 
marthen 

BEATY, GRORGE HENRY Suaw, Pover, Bank Manager Dec 
6 at 11,30 Of Kec, 22, Swain hill, Shrewsbury 

BENNETS, JOHN HENRY, Derby, Railway Audit Clerk 
Dec 4at 11 Off Kec, 12, St Pever’s Churchyard, Derby 

CAWTHORN, EMILIA ALIc&, Great Grimsby Dec 5 at 11 
Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

CHADWICK, JOHN WILLIAM Pratt, Birminghain, Tobacco 
Dealer Dec3at12 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation 
st, birmingham 

CLAYTON, JOHN, Harborne, 
Traveller Dec 3 at 12.45 
poration st, Birmingham 

COMBE, HAROLD ORLOFF, Pembridge q, Bayswater, Motor 
Engineer Dec5at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

COOKE, MALCOLM STUAKT, Merton pk, Surrey, and Uld 
Broad st, Stockbroker Dec 3 at 11 182, York rd, 
Westminster bridge rd 

CRAWFORD, JAME3, Bridgwater, Wholesale Confectionet 
Dec 3 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

DorMER, HENRY, Bexhill, Dental Surgeon Dee 3 ai 12 
Off Kec, 12zA Mar.bor ugao place, Brighton 


Birmingham, Commercial 
Kuskin chmbrs, 191, Cor- 


Dec 
4av1l Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

EARLE, VASHTI, Portland ct, Great Portland st Dec 5 
at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey at 

Vans, WILLIAM, Cyrus st, Goswell rd, Timber Merchant 
Dec 4at 11.80 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

FORRESTER, ALBERT, South Stockport, Cheshire, Tohac- 
conist Dec 3 at 11 Off Rec, Vastle chmors, 6, Ver- 
non st, Stockport 

HUGHES, MARGARET JANE, Aberystwyth Dec 4 at 2 4, 
Baker st, Aberystwyth 

HYAMS, ELLIS, Stoke Newington, Tailor Dev 3 at 11.30 
Od Rec, 124, Marlborough pl, brighton 
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Jmsgs, Wruntam, Chadderton, Lancs, General Carrier | 
Dec8at3 Off Ree, Greaves st, Oldham 

oan ne GEORGE, Draycott, Derby, Journeyman Joiner 
Dec 4at12 Off Rec, 12, St Peter's Chu chyard, 


Derby 
JorINER, GEORGE, Margate, Omnibus Proprietor Dec 8 at 
ln oO , P84 Wastlest Canterbury 


Jones, JOSEPH, Cutler st, Moundsditch, Box Manufac- | 


turer DecSat 12 Bankruptcy hides, Carey st 
LOVETT, HENRY, Handsworth, Staffs Dec 3 at 12.80 
Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birming- 


m 
PEaCcOOK, NUGENT P., Duke st, St James’s Dec 8 at 1l 


Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
POWELL, HENRY, Little Malv>rn, Worcester, Farmer Dec 5 
at 11.30 Off Ree, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 
Press, FREDERICK WILLIAM. Brislineton, Bristol, Motor 
Enginezsr Dec 8 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 
B-istol 
ROBERTS, DAVID, Talgarth, Brecknock Dec 3 at 12.45 2, 
Offs st, Hereford 
ROBERTSON, SHANKLAND & Co, Leadenhall st, Shipbrokers 
Dec 8at1 Bankruvtcy bidgs Carey st 
SALTER, WILLIAM ALBERT, Torquay, Ironmonger Dec 4 
at 3.15 Off Rec, 9, Bedford cir, Exe'er 
SMITH, JOHN CHARLES, Arbuthnot rd. New Cross, Leather 
Manufacturer Dec 3at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
TAPPER, WILLIAM, Teignmouth. Cabinet Maker Dec 5 at 
11.15 Off Rec, 9, Bedford cir, Exeter 
Top, WILLIAM, Herbert cres Dec 3 at 12 14, Bedford 
row 
WHALE, JoB, Mountain Ash, Glam, Collier Dec 3 at 11.15 
off Rec, St Catherine's chmbrs, St Catherine et 
Pontypridd 
WHITTAKER, El, Birmingham, Builder Dee 3 at 11.30 
Ruskin chmbr:, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
WILLARD, ERNEstT LIon®L, Easthourne, Fruiterer Dec 3 
at 2.30 Off Rec, 124. Marlborough pl, Brighton 
ADJUDICATION». 
ARBLASTER, GEORGE FREDERICK, “a'nham, Salop, Draper 
Leominster Pet Nov 3 Or? Nov 20 
BARKWAY, RICHARD, St David's, Pembroke, License? Vic- 
tuiller Pembroke Dock Pet Oct30 Ord Nov 20 
BARNARD, WILL AM Mariborouch. Wilts, Fishmonger 
Swindoy Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 2) 
CAWTHORN, EmILtA ALtoRr, Great Grimsby Great Grimsby 
Pet Nov 19 Ord Nov 19 
CHADWICK, JOHN WILLIAM PRATT, Birmingham, Tobacco 
Derler Birmingham Pet Nov12 Od “Nov 21 
CLARKE. FRANK STANLEY, Jermyn st, Bookmaker High 
Court Pet Sept 22 Ord Nov 20 
CLAYTON, JOHN, Harbor ne, Birmingham. Commercial 
Traveller Birmingham Pet Nov19 Ord Nov 21 
COCKAYNE, HENRY, Drewstaignton, Devon Great Yar- 
mouth Pet Sent 13 Ord Nov 22 
COMBE, HAROLD ORLOFFP, Pembridge sq, Bayswater.  eoed 
gineer High Court Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 2 
CooKE, MALCOLM STUART, Merton Park, Surrey, Stock. 
brker Croydon Pet Oct 24 Ord Nov 22 
CRAWFORD, JAMES, Bridzwater, Whol~sale Confectioner 
Bridgwater Pet Nov 4 Ord Nov 20 
DAVIES, ISABELLA, Newtown, Montgomery Newtown 
Pet Nov15 Ord Nov 20 
DoRMER, HENRY, — Dental Surgeon Hastings Pet 
Nov21 Ord Nov 2 
DowsETtT, WILLIAM. : Essex, Farmer Chelms- 
ford Pet Oct 20 Ord Nov 21 
FIDDES, JOSEPH BERNARD, Manchester, enna vial 
Clerk Menchester Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 2 
FORREST, WILLIAM EDWARD‘, Sheffleld, 
Traveller Sheffiald Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 20 
FORRESTER, ALBERT, Stockport, Cheshire, Tobacconist 
Stockport Pet Nov 2) Ord Nov 20 
GOODMAN, WILLIAM LAWTON, Langton rd, Cricklewood, 
Coach Builder Liverpool Pet June18 Ord Nov 21 
GRIFFIN, ARTHUR WILLIAM, Bourneheath, nr Bromsgr »ve 
eo Victualler Worcester Pet Nov 19 Ord 
ov 
GWYNN, CLARENCE GASCOYNE, St Leonards on Sea Hast- 
ings Pet Cct 11 Ord Nov 20 
HIBBERD, JOHN CHARLEs, Woodthorne, Notts, Ware- 
houseman N>ttingham Pet Nv 20 Ord Nov 20 
HILTON, JOHN GEORGE MAXWELL, Birmingham, Electrical | 
Engine r Birmingham Pet Mar 28 Ord Nov 1 19 
HOLMES, WILLTAM GEORGE, Kensington Hall gdns High 
Court Pet Oct 3 Ord Nov 21 
HOWARD, WALTER, Norwich, Fishmonger Norwich Pet 
Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 


Howes, Jonny, Caister on Sea, Norfolk, Farmer Great 
Yarmouth Pet Nov 22 Or! Nov 22 

Hyams, Etuis, Farleigh “rd, Stoke Newington, Tailor 
Brighton Pet Oct 138 Ord Nov 21 

LISTER, CHALES WALKDEN, Fenchurch av High Court 
Pet July 28 Ord Nov 20 

OVETT, HENRY. Handsworth, Staffs Birmingham Pet 
Met 27 Ord Nov 21 

POWELL, HENRY, Little Malvern, Worcester, Farmer Wor- 
cester Pet Nov21 Ord Nov 21 

RIMELL, CHARLES, Twickenham, Timber Merchant 
Brentford Pet Sept 23 Ord Nov 21 

Rus¢or, ALBERT OSWALD, Cheldington, Rucks, Gas an'l 
Water Engineer High Court Pet Sept 10 Ord Noy 
29 


SALTER, WILLIAM ALBERT, Torquay, Ironmonger Exeter 
Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 21 

Saore, WILLIAM, Southwark Bridge rd, Cap Manufac- 
turer Hich Court Pet Nov 4 Ori Nov 19 

TAPPER, WILLIAM, Teignmouth Cabiiet Maker Exeter 
Pet Nov2l Ord Nov 21 

VAUGHAN, Rosa Louisa, Pembroke Pembroke Dock 
Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 

WALDEY, MATTHEW Henry, Frankfurt rd, Herne Ifill, 
Builder High Court Pet Sept 96 Ord Nov 20 

Wuit#, Jomn EsmonpDk, Worcester Park, Surrey, Borrding 
Hous? Proprietor Croydon Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 

WILSON, JOHN COCHRANE, Grafton st, Bond st High 
Court Pet July 4 Ord Nov 20 


Amended Notice substituted for that = in the 
London Gazette of Oct 


SHELTON, THOMAS HERBERT, Wood st, Hat Factor High 
Court Pet Sept 8 Ord Oct 15 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Nov 21: 


HAzELt, JoHN EDWARD Eastwoop, Woodham Ferris, 
General Stores Dealer Chelmsford Pet Nov 17 Ord 
Nov 17 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. RECRIVING ORDER 
RESCINDED AND PETITION DISM(#SED. 


| Hopason, RICHARD JouN, Brick ct, Temple, Ba rister at 
Iaw Hivh Court Pet Aug 12,1912 Rec Ord Nov 1, 
1912 Adjud Dec 6, 1912 Resc, Anoul & Dis Nov 14, 
1913 
London Gazette—FRIDAY, Nov. 28. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BALDWIN, ROBERT, Preston, Blacksmith Preston Pet 
Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

BARTLETT, JAMES EDW<ARD, Sheffield, Accountant Sheffield 
Pet Oct 14 Ord Nov 24 

BENNETT. C T H, Allerton rd, Stoke Newington Edmonton 
Ord Nov 25 

BUTCHER, WILLIAM JoHN, Aylesbury, Pianoforte Dealer 
Aylesbury Pet Nov26 Ord Nov 26 

| CHAPLIN, J, Bartlett’s bldgs, Holborn cir High Court 
Pet Nov 4 Ord Nov 25 

CRANDON, WILLIAM, Mardy, Glam, Underground Labourer 
Pontypridd Pet Nov 2¢ Ord Nov 24 

Day, WILLIAM CHARLRS, Brighton, Tubacconist Brighton 
Pet Oct 30 Ord Nov 25 

DEVINETT, CHARLES, JOHN, Pentre, Glam, Confectioner's 
Salesman Po ‘typridd Pet Nov 24 Ord Nor 24 

DrvurY, JOHN OXLEY, Great Grimsby, Grocer's Assistant 
Great Grimsby Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 

FaSHAM, CHARLES EDWIN, Margate, Tixicab Driver Can- 
terbury Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 

Gor.p. ALIcr, Leeds Leeds Pet Nov 18 Ord Nov 24 

HALL, CHARLES PeERoy, Liscard, Birkenhead, Blanket 
Merchant Manchester Pet Nov 11 Ord Nov 24 

HARRISON, EDWARD THOMAS, Clacton on Sea. Outfitter 
and Gosier Clchester Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 2% 

JACQUES, EDWARD, Inworth. Essex, Licensed Victualler 
Chelmsford Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

JENNINGS, EDWIN CoRNOCK, Axbridge, Somerset, Organist 
Wells Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 24 

| JONES, FRANK, Seed!ey, Lancs, Commission Agent Sal- 
ford Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 

LARDER, CHARLES, -Kingston upon Hull, Commission 
Agent ~carborovgh Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 

| LEwis, ALFRED STANL¥Y, Taunton, Licensed Victualler 
Taunton Pet VYov25 Ord Nov25 

| Lusu, JOHN, Southwick, Sussex, Farmer Brighton Pet 
Oct 30 Ord Nov 25 


L, MITCHELL, & Co, Gracechurch st, Financiers High 
Court Pet Oct 10 Ord Oct 29 

Moss, HENRY BENJAMIN, Withington, = Ds ~ wemeenes 
Farmer Nantwich Pet Nov of O-d N 

Mort, W., Sel n New rd, Prixton, Coal 1 AM High 
Curt Pet Nov4 ‘'rd Nov 26 

Nasa#, Harty, Minster, Thanet, Kent, Grocer Canter- 
bury Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

PERKINS, SAMUEL, Bristol, Draper Bristol Pet Nov 24 
Ord Nov 24 

RAMsay, THOMAS a ol Surveyor Liverpool Pet 
Sent. 27 Ord N v 

Rriv, JoHN, W ortield, A we pO et Farm Bailiff 
Shrewsbury Pet ov 2 N -v 26 

Seymour, W A, Dover st, Piccadilly High Court Pet 
Novl Ord Nov24 

SKINNER, JOHN GARLAND, and CHRISTOPHER ALFRED 
SKINNER, Leicester, -Boot Fuctors Leicester Pet 
Novl5 Ord Nov 26 

THOMAS, ALFRED EDWARD, St Breavils, Glos Newpoit, 
Mon Pet Nov10 Ord Nov 2% 

THomas, JOHN, Porth, Glam, Carpenter 
Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 

WiGu, FREDERICK, Gloucester, Corn Merchant Gloucester 
Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 24 

WILTSHIRE, WILLIAM EDWARD, Havant. Hants, Corn 
Merchant Portsmouth Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 

WoanrpBy, TH MAS ATKINSOV, Dale, nr Kirbymoorside, 
Yorks, Farmer Northallerton Pet Nov 25 Ord 
Nov 25 


Pontypridd 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Nov 21: 


WILLARD, ERNEST LIONEL, ee, Fruiterer Fast- 
bourne Pet Nov6 Ord Nov 19 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


ARBLASTER, GEORGE FR¥YDERICK, Cainham, Salop, Draper 
Dec 6at2.15 2, Offa st, Hereford 

BARNARD, WILLIAM, M rib-rough, Wilts, Fismonger 
Dec 8 at 830 Off R-c, 38, Regent cir, Swindon 

BRAY, HERBERT, Manvilie rd, Upper Tooting Dec 8 at 3 
132, York -d, Westminst-r Bridge rd 

BREACH, HERBERT ROBERT, FREDERICK WILLIAM 
SPENDLER, and EDWIN RICHARD KREACH, Lowestolt, 
Fishing Boat Owners Dec 8 at 2.45 Suffolk Hotel, 
Lowestoft 

CHAPLIN, J, Ba'tlett’s bldgs, Holborn cir Dec 9 at 1 
Bankruptcy b! Igs, Carey st 

CRANDON, WILLIAM, Mardy, Glam. Underground Labourer 
Dec 9 at 11.30 Off Rec, St Catherines chmbrs, St 
Catherine st, Pontypridd 

DEVINETT, CHARLES JOHN, Pentre, Glam, Confectioner's 
Salesman Dec 9 at 11.15 Off Rec, St Catherine's 
chmbrs, St Catherine st, Pontypridd 

ECCLESTON, FRED«<RICK WALTER, ‘ leator Moor, Cumber- 
land, Hatter Dec8ati1 Court House, Whitehaven 

FIDDES, JOSEPH BERNARD, Manchester, Commercial 
Clerk DecSat3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

FORREST, WILLIAM EpWARDS, She'tield, Commercial 


Traveller Dec 11 at 12 Off Rec, Figtree in, 
Sheffleld 

GOLDMAN, (LICR, Leads Decl0at11 Off Rec, 24, Bond 
st, Leeds 

Hay, ALLEN, South Mim:, Miidlx Dec 8at 12 14, Bed- 
ford row 


HILL, CHARLES TREVENEN ARTHUR, Pnzance, Grocer 
Dec 9a' 12 Off Rec, 12, Princes st, Truro 

Howes, Joun, Caister on Sea, Norfolk, Farmer Dec 6 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

JONES, WILLIAM DANIEL, M rfa Nevin, Carnarvonshire, 
Grocer Dec10at215 The T wer Hotel, Pwilheli 

LARDER, CHARLES, Kingston upon Hull, Commission 
Agent Dec9 at 4 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scar- 
hprough 

LEITAO, Louis Pocis, Manchester Dec 8 at 3.30 Off Re->, 
Byrom st, Manchester 

L MircHeLt & Co, Gravechurch st, Financiers Dec 10 
at 12 Bankruptey bldgs Carey st 

Mort, W,Solon New rd. Brixton. Coal M rchant D:c 9 
at1l Bankruptcy bidzs, Carey st 

REID, JoHN, Wortield, nr Bridgnorth. Salop, F rm Vailiff 
Dec 9 at 12.30 Qff Rec 22, Swanh'll, Shrewsbury 

Seymour, W. A. Dover st, Piccadilly Dec 10at11 Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

STOKER, WILLIAM, B irnham, Somersetshire Dec 8 at 3.15 
3, Hammet st, Taunton 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


MOORGATE STEHT, LONDON, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


B.o. 


LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICHNSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation 
Suitabie Ciauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent on 


POOLING INSURANCE. 


*pplication. 


The Corporation also 


insures risks in connecticn with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 


BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &c., under 


a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPhY FOR PROSPECTUS. 
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THoMaAs, JonN, Porth, Giim, Carpenter Dec 9 a‘ 11.45 
Off Rec, St Catherine's chmb:s, St Catherine st, Ponty- 
pridd 

VAvCamAN, Rosa Lovursa, Pembroke Dec 8 at 12.30 Off 


Rec, 4. Q ‘een st, Carmarthen 
Whaire. HtramM. Beeston, Notts, Lace Manufacturer 
9 ati2 Of Rec 4, Castle pl, Par* st. Nottiogham 
Wuarrs, Jons Esmonne, Worces'er Park. Surrev, Boirding 
Heuse Proprie'or Dec8a:3.80 132, York rd, West- 
minster Bridge rd 


D 


Wrrtrams, JAMES PHILtP, Neath, Grocer Decéatli Of 
Reo, Government. bldgs, St Mary's st, Swansea 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
BALDWIN, Ropert. Preston, Blacksmith Preston Pet 
Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 
Beaty, Grornok Henry SaAw, Dover, Bank Manager 


Shrewsbury Pet Now 1 Ord Nov 25 


BRAY, HERBERT, Manville rd, Upper Tooting Wands- 
worth Pet Oct 28 Ord Nov <4 

BUTCHER, WILLIAM JOHN, 7 pom Pianoforte Dealer 
Aylesbury Pet Nov 26 Ord N 26 

CATHIE, Lestre Roy, Lee, Kent, Variety Artist Hizh 
Court Pet Oct 14 Ord Nov "5 

Coug, Tevwyson, Cadogan sy High Court Pet Aug 26 
Ord Nov 25 

CRANDON, WILLIAM, Mardy, Glam, Uad -rgrouod Libourer 


Ord Nov 24 
High Court 


Pontyori d Pet Nov 24 

DELAFORCE. W P, Jermyn st 
Ord Nov 25 

DEVINETT, CHARLES JOHN, Pentre, Glam, Confee 
Falesman Pontypridd Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

Daury, Joun OXLey. Great Grimebv, Grocers Assistant 
Great Grimsby Prt Nov °56 Ord Nov 25 

Eckwarvt, Grorck Henry, Fellows rd, 
High Court Pet Angl Ord Nov 25 

PASHAM, CHARLEs FDWIN, Margate, 
Canterbury Pet Nov26 Ord Nov 26 

GOLDMAN, ALIce, Leeds Leeds Pet Nov 18 Ord Nov 25 

GOODALL, ERNEST, Crows Keys Honse, Moorgat: st High 
Court Pet Sept 26 Ord Nov 2% 

HALL, CHARLES PERCY, Manchester, Blinket Merchant 
Manchester Pet Nov1! Ord Nov 26 

HALLS, CHRISTOPHER WALTER, Great North rd, Finchley, 
Builder Barnet Pet Oct 13 Ord Nov 25 


Pet Sept 26 


roner 8 
Hampstead 


Taxicab Driver 


HARRISON, “DWARD THOMAS, Cla'ton on Sea, Out- 
fitter Colchester Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 2) 

Isaacs, Harris, Alderminbury, Woollen Merchant Hig. 
Court Pet Oct 18 Ord Nov 26 

Jacques, EDWARD, Inwort", Essex, License! Victualler 
Chelmsford Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

JEFFERSON, CHARLES, High tne ll Backs, Builder 
Aylesbury Pet Novi Ord Nov 25 

JENNING:, EDWIN CornNocK, Axbridge, Somerset, Organis: 


Wells Pet Nov2% Ord Nov 26 
JousTonE, Exnest, North Feitherstone, Yorks, Publican 
Wakefie’'d Pet ct 30 Ord Nov 24 
LARDER, CHARLES, Kingston upon Hul!, Commission Agent 
Searborough Pet Nov26 Ord Nov 26 
Levine Jouy, Brithdir, Glam, Outfitter 
Pet Ord 25 Ord Nov 26 
LEWIS, ALFRED STANLEY, 


Merthyr Tydfil 


Taunton, Licensed Victualle 


Tauntm Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 
Moss, Hewry Bensamiyn, Withington, nr Manches‘er, 
Farmer Nantwich Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov °%5 


NASH. HARRY, Minster, Thanet, Kent, Grucer Canterbury 
24 


Pet Nov 24 Ord No 





PERKINS, SAMUEL, Bristol, Draper Bristol Pet Nov 24 
Ord Nov 24 
PeTHick, ARTHUR Henry, Victoria st, Westminster, 


High Coart Pet Aug19 Ord Oct 18 

PRESS, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Brislington, Bristol, 
Engineer Bristol! Pet Oct 18 Ord Nov 25 

SKINNER, JOHN GARLAND. and ALFRED CHRISTOPHER 
SKINNER Leicester, Boot Factors Leicester Pet Nov 
15 Ord Nov 2% 

SMITH, Joun CHARLES, Arbuthnot rd, New Cross, Leather 
Manufacturer Uich Court Pet Ost 23 Ord Nov 22 

STEPHENS, GeoRGE [eNRY, Clevedon, Somerset, Tailor 
Bristol Pet Novi? Ord Nov 25 

Tuomas, Jou~N, Porth, Gla», Carpenter 
Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 

Vick, Howarp, ARTHUR ASHWORTH, 
end Fred ASHWORTH, Minchester 
Salford Pet Sep’ 11 Ord Nov!” 

Wig6G, FREDERICK, Gloucester, Corn Metchant 
Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 26 

WILLARD, ERNest ' 10NEL, Eastbourne, 
bourne Pet Nové Ord Nov % 

WILTSHIRE, WILLIAM EDWARD, Havant, Hants, Corn Moa 


Motor 


Pontypridd Pet 


WILLIAM PEAKRUR 
Gen-:ral Printers 


Gloucester 


Fruiterer Uist 


a 

| WOARDBY, THOMAS ATKINS WN, Sleiehtholme Dale, Kirby- 
moorsid>, \, orks, Farmer Northallerton Pet Nov 25 
Ord Nov & 

Lon’oa Gazette 
RECEIVING 
TACE 
Operator 


TUESDAY, Dee. 2. 
ORDERS. 

CHARLES, Bridgewater, 
Brilgwater Pet Nov 


ALEXANDER, Er 
Dental 
Nov 20 

HIRD, OLARA HANNAH, Hertfor! 
Ord Net 10 

CHAPMAN, WILFRED Groror, RPrid'ington, Linen Draper 
Scarborourh Pet Nov 29 Or? Nov 9 

CLAY, JosEPH Hewpserr, Slea‘ord, Lines, 
Roston Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 2 

| CONRATH, JcLivs THowAs, Herve Ray, ant, 
Canterbury Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 2 

FIELDER, ADOLPHUS PARRY, Birm'n td Company Pro- 
moter Birmingham Pet Nov Ord Nov 6 

FOWLER, JOHN WILLIAM, Scawby Lines, Engine 
Gre*t Grimsby Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 


Somerset 
29 Ord 


Hert’ord Pet July 15 


Bricklayer 


Dairyman 


Tenter 


H FREIDMAN an! Co, Fann st, Furriers High Court Pet 
Nov 12 Ord Nov 28 

FROST, FREDERICK FLOWERS. Ashborking, Suffolk, Farmer 
Ipswich Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 


GAUNTURTT, THOMAS WILLIAM, Winchester st, Pimlico. 


Builder High Court Pet Set 24 Ord Nov 28 

GLASBY, THOMAS “yy Notts, Innkeeper Lincoln Pet 
Nov 8 Ord Ne 

HEARD, STANLEY Btecaubery st High Court Pet Aug 
15 Ord Nov 8 

Hopsoy, Faeourte R. Haymarket, Builder Hizh Court 
Pet ‘Oct $31 Ord Nov 22 

KIMBER, WALTER EDWARD, Great James st, Printing 
Machinery Agent Hich Court Pct Nov 23 Ord 
Nov 27 

LONGMAN, WILLIAM, Albemarle st Hizh Court Pct Jaly 
21 Ord Nov 24 

MEAR, SAMTEL Oscar, Wirksworth, near Derby High 
Conrt Pet Oct 4 Ord Nov 24 

WOUNTAIN, WILtTAM EomND, Billericay, Fasex, Coul 
Merchant Chelms‘ord Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 28 

MOnpby, WILLTAM Lroyn, Malverr, Tanner Shrewsbury 
Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 

MURBY, BENJAMIN, Ampnev St Mary, Glos, Farmer 


Swindon Pet Nov 28 Ord Vov 98 
PARMELFR, WILLIAM "AVID, Great Smith st 
Pet Oct 30 Ord Nov 24 
POLLARD, SAM"FL Rattlesten, Suffolk, 
E'mu nds Pet Nov15 Ord Nov 27 
Prick, GrorGk HENRY, Moseley, Concleton, 
Butcher Henlev Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 97 
RANDAL. GKORG® MAYNARD, Starbeck Vorks, Fruit Sales 
man York Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 2 7 
RICHARDSON, HENRY, Durham, House Furnisher Durham 


High Court 
Farmer Bury St 


Chester, 


Pet Nov 11 Ord Nov 28 

— W J, Liverpool Liverpool Pet Nov 7 Ord 
Nov 27 

SEARLE, DANTEL, Burnham Marker, Norfolk, Grocer Nor- 
wich Pet N v 29 Ord Nov 29 

THOMSON, C HARLES Corlisle Bente "in Typewriters Car- 
litle Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 2 

THOMSON Lievt GERALD H, R x, Stepney Hgh Court 


Pet Sent 16 Or! Nov 27 


24 


THE TRADERS’ MFRCANTILY OFPiIces, Cheam ide, Debt 
A Collec'ors Hich Court Pet Nov 5 Ord Nov 27 
WARK, ALBERT ERNEST, Manchester, General Merchant, 
Manchester Pet Nov 28 ‘rd Nov 28 
WILSON, FERDININD Jonny, Newmarket —_. Hotel 
Proprietor Cambri'ge Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

BALDWIN, RopertT, Bamber Bridge, Preston. Blacksmith 
Dee 10 at 11 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

DAY, WILLIAM CHARLES. Brivhton, Tobscconist Dec 10 
at12 Off Rec, 124, Mar!borough pl. Brighton 

Drury. foun OXLEY, Cleethorpes, Grocer’s Ass‘stant 
Dec 19 at 11.30 Of Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Great 
Grimsby 

FASHAM, CHARLES FpWIN. Marvate, Taxicab Driver 
Dec 19 at 19.80 Off Ree, 684, Castle st, Cante *rbury 

FOWLER, JOHN WILLTAM, Seunthorpe, Lines. Engine Tenter 

: Dec 1% at 11 Of Ree, St Marv’s chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

FREIDMAN, H, & “o, Fann st, Furriers Dec 11 at11 Bank- 
ruptcy hides, Carev st 

GANTLETT, THOMAS WILLIAM. Winchester st, Pimlico, 
Builder Dec 12at12 Rankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

GLASBY, THOMAS, Lound, Notts, Innkeeper Dec 18 at 
12.80 Off Rec, 10. Bank st, Lincoln 

GRIFF N. ARTHUR WILLIAM, Bourneheath, nr Bromsgrove, 
Licensed Victualler Dec 10 at 11.30 Off R xc, 11 
Copenhagen st, Worcester . 





204th Year of the Office. 








chant Portsmouth Pet Sov 25 Ord Nov 25 


* 
” 7 
o— 
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WORE 





Copiod (rem Paley daied LB 





e Oldest Insurance Office in the World 
Heap Orrics: 


FIRE OFFICE 
POUNDED 1710, 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., EC. 
Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
MEN’S COMPENSATION, | SICKNESS and DISEASE 


including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


| PLATE GLASS, 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 





Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C, 


A. W. COUSINS: District Manager, 














HALL, CHARLES PERCY, Manchester. Blanket Merchant 
Dee 10 at 2% Off Ree. Byrom st, Wanchecter 

HARRISON, EpwARD THOMAS. Macton o9 Ser, Outfitter 
Dee 10 2¢ 2.15 Off Rec. 26, Princes st, Inewich 

Hazent. Jonw Epwarp FEastwoon. Woothsam Ferris, 
Fssex, General “tores Dealer Dec 10 at12 14, Bed. 
ford row 

HeE«Rn Spantey, Blooms>ury st Dec 11 at 1 / Bankruptcy 
hide, Cavev st 

Hopsov, Frenerrio B, Heymarket, 
Renken tev bldg:, Carev et 

Howarp, WaALTrrR, VYorwich, Fishmonger Dec 10 at 12,39 
OF Ree, 8 King st, Norwich 

TENNIVGS, EDWIN “ORNOCK, Axbridge, Somerset, Organist 
Nec 10 at 12 Off Rec 6, Baidwin st, Bristol 

JONES. FRANK, See "lev, — Commission Agent Dec 
Wat38% “ff Rec. Berom st Mane* veater 

Jones, WaTTuRWw, Wet Malvern "nsurance Broker Dec 
10 at 12 Of Rec, 11, Copenhagen st. Worcester 

KIMBER, Waurer Fpwar”, Great James st, Bedfor' row, 
Printing Machinery Agent Dec1lat12 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carer st 

LEWIS, ALFRED STANLEY, Taunton, Licensed Victualler 
Dee 19 at315 3, Ham~et st, Tonnton 

LONGMAN, WILLIAM, Albemarle st Dec i0 at 11 Bank 
rup*ev hides, Carey st 

Lush, Joun, Southwick. Sussex, Farmer Dec 10 at 12.30 
Of Ree 124. Marlhoron sh pl. Brighton 

‘Wirksworth, 

‘rey st 


Builder Dec 12 at 11 


MEAR. SAMUE®. Oscar, nr Derby Dee 10 at 


1 Renkruntev bides. C 


Moss. Henry BENJAMIN, Withington. nr Manc ester, 
Farmer Dec10 at 11.30 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, 
Staffordshire 


Munpy, WrLttam Liovp, Malvern. Tanner Dec 12 at 2.30 
Law Sovietv, College hill, Shrewsbury 

Nash, Harry, Minster, Thanet, Kent, Grocer Dec 10 at 
1! Off Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 

PARWELE®, WILLIAM Davip, Westmin ter mone, Great 
Smith st, Deetlat11 Benkruptcy bides, Cirey st 


PERKI‘S, SAMURL, Bristol, Draper Dec 10 at 11°45 Off 
Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

POLLARD, SAMURL, Rattlesden, Suffolk, Farmer Dec 10 
at 2.30 Off Re» 3%, Princess st, Tnswich 

Proce, Grorar Henry, Moseley, Celeton, Chester, 
tutcher Dee 10 at 12 Off Rec, King st, Newcasle, 
Staffordshire 


RANDALL, Geora? MAYNARD, Starbeck. Yorks, Fruit 
Sales~an Doe 11 at 2.30 Off Rec, The Red House, 
Duncomhe pl, York 

SKINNER. JOHN GARLAND, and ALFRED CHRISTOPHER 
SKINNFR, Leicester. Boot Factors Dec 10 at 3 Off 
Ree 1, Rerride s*, L>icoater 

Su'tTH, Grorer. Llantwit Major. Glam, Ironmonger De: 
llat 3 Off Re*, 117. St Marv st. C rdiff 

STEPHENS, GroRGE Henry. Clevedon. Somerset. Tailor 
Dee 10 at 11.39 Off Ree, 2%, Bal'w'n st, Br’ tol 

THOMAS, ALFRED PDWARD, L'ancatle, Glam_ Dec 

ff Rec. 144, Comercial st Newnort, Mon 

‘THOMPSON. CHAR! ES. Carlisle, Dealer in Typewriters Dec 
lhatll 384, Fisher at, Corlisle 

THOMSON, CERALD H, Stepney Dec 11 at 12 
bldgs, Carey st 

THE TRADER’S MERCANTILE Orrices, Cheapside, Debt 
Colectors Dec 1! at1 Bankruntey b'des, Carey st 

WIaa, FreDPRICK. Gloucester, Corn Merchant Dec 
at 3.15 Bell Hote’, “loucester 

WILTSHIRE, WILLIAM EpwArp, Havant, Hants, Cor: Mer- 
chant Decllat3 Off Rec,/Cambridge junc, High st, 
Portsmouth 

WoaARDBY, THOMAS 


12 at 


Bankruptcy 


10 


ATKINSON, Sleightholme, Dale, nr 
K'rbymorsids, Yorke, Farmer Dee 12 at 11.30 Off 
tec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

ALEXANDER, Evustacrk CHARLES, Bridgewater, Dental 
Onerator Bridewater Pet Nov29 Ord Nov 29 

PARTLETT, JAMES E WARD, Sheffield, Accountant Sheffield 
Pet Oct 14 “rd Nov 27 

CHAPMAN, WILFRED GEORGE, Bridlington, Linen Draper 
Searhorongh Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 9 

CLAY, Josepy Hempsety. “leaford, Lincoln, 
Bosten Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

Cone ATH, JuLtIus THOMAS, Herne Rav, Kent, 
Canterbrry Pet Nov 2% Ord Nov 98 

Day, WILLIAM CHARTERS, Prighton, Tobacconist Brigh‘on 
Pet Oct 80 Ord Nov 27 

EVANS, WILtI1AM DAVID, Cvrusst, Gos -vell rd, Timber Mer- 
chant Hich Conrt Pet Oct 23 Ord Nov 28 

FOWLER, JOHN WILLIAM, Scunthorpe, Lines, Engine 

enter Great Grimahy Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 

Frost, FREDERICK FLOWERS, Ashbocking, Suffolk, Farmer 
Ipswich Pet Nov 29 Od Nov 29 

KIMBER, WALTER EDWARD, Gre*t James st, Be ‘ford row, 


Bricklayer 


Dairyman 


Printing “achinery Agent High Court Pet Nov 26 
Ord Nov 27 
LAWRENCE, FREDERICK, St Peter’s sq, Hammersmith, 


Medical Practitioner HighCourt Pet July 11 Ord 
Nov 6 

Mort, GEORGE WALTER, Selon New rd. Brixton, Coal Mer- 
chant Hich Court Pet Nov 4 rd Yov 28 

MOUNTAIN. WILLIAM FEpwuND, Billericey, Essex, Coal 
Merchent Chelmsford Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Munpy, WILLIAM Lioyp, Malvern, Tanner Shrewsbury 
Pet Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 

Mursy, Beygamry, Amprnev St Mary, 
Swindon Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 23 

NORTHOVER, WILLIAM, and Tom NorTHOVER, Dor-hester, 
Motor Engineers Dorchester Pet Nov 4 Ord Nov 29 

Prict, Grorae Henry, Mossley, Congleton, Butcher 
Hanley Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

RANDALL, GEORGR MAYNARD, Starheck, Yorks, Fruit 
Sulesman York Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

Rerp, Jouy, Worfie’d, nr Rridenorth, —e Farm Bailiff 
Shrewsbury Pet Nav 28 Ord Nov 2 

SEARLE, DANTEL, Burnham Market, Norfolk, Grocer Nor- 
wich Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

SzYMouR, WILLIAM ARTHUR HAWKER, Dover st High 
Court Pet Nov1 Ord Nov 27 

STANLEY, WALTER Scort, Bagshot, Surrey, General Draper 

High Court Pet Oct 28 Ord Nov 27 


Glos, Farmer 
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